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Official policy of the United States, this alarming document reveals the plans of the American 
government to transfer its military forces to the United Nations. (State Department Document 
(1961, 1-99/$1.00ea; 100+/$0.50ea) BKLTFFW 


In a film that exposes the incompetence and corruption at the heart of the United Nations, 
filmmaker Ami Horowitz takes us on a harrowing, yet often hilarious, trip through the 
farcical world of the United Nations. (2012, 21min, cased DVD, 1-4/$14.95ea; 5-9/$12.95ea; 
alan oi DVDUNM 


United Nations and Yo 

Join with TBs to Get US Out! of the UN y creating sufficient understanding among voters, 
business owners, and other community leaders to persuade Congress to approve the American 
Sovereignty Restoration Act, which would “end membership of the United States in the United 
Nations.” (2013, four-color trifold pamphlet, 1-99/$0.20ea; 100-499/$0.15ea; 500-999/$0.13ea; 
sey ee) PUNAY 
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World F Haein 101, by Rick Biondi and Alex Newman, explores the history of the World 
Federalist and Atlantic Union movements in the U.S. Congress and beyond, as well as 
exposing proponents of world government, using their own words and deeds. (2014, pb, 
NPP iis aes nee BKWF191 


This analysis of the United Ficions traces its seni from its forerunner, the League of 
Nations, to the present, and compares the basic foundational documents of the UN with those 
of the United States with regard to the protection of human rights. (2013, 45pp, pb, booklet; 
1-9/$2.95ea; 10-24/$2.00ea; 25-49/$1.50ea; 50-99/$1.00ea; 100+/$0.95ea) BKLTAAUN 
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saan soldiers in ree service of the United Nations and joining NATO, which 
is a UN “regional arrangement; U.S. politicians have virtually ensured both 
more wars and no-win wars. So why did they do it? This eight-page reprint by 
John FE McManus that originally appeared in the August 22, 2016 issue of TNA 
a (2016, REPS 1- sal 50ea; 25-99/$0.40ea; 100+/$0.35ea) RPOUNAM 


Insic 2 U N 
A brief, teadable snteualictisn's to 9 the United Nations, and to the people who 
created it and support it. Inside the United Nations goes beyond the public- 
relations campaign of the UN to examine the hard reality of the UN system 
— and its dangerous objectives. This version is footnoted, elevating the book 
from “conspiracy theory” to “conspiracy fact.” (2013ed, 135pp, pb, 1-4/$9.95ea; 
5-19/$8.95ea; cabal Spine Sea) BKIUN 
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UNITED NATIONS 
Getting US Out of the UN for Good! 


by Alex Newman — With United Nations entities and personnel 
repeatedly demonstrating bad judgment, illegality, and corruption, 
now is the time for the United States to exit the UN. 


“Repeal and Replace” the UN: A False Solution 
by Alex: Newman — Even as the crimes and failures of the UN have 
become irrefutable, and its former defenders have taken to attacking 
it, globalists are pushing for its replacement, not its closing. 


CULTURE 


Tongues Twisted Left: 

Manipulating Minds by Managing Words 

by Selwyn Duke— It has long been noted that disagreements can 
be won by massaging the definition of words. Liberals repeatedly 
apply this lesson to influence the culture. 


DVD REVIEW 


Democrats and Communists 

by Christian Gomez — Researcher, author, and now filmmaker 
Trevor Loudon shows how intertwined the Democratic Party is with 
avowed communists and Islamic extremists. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


The UN Founding and Founders 

by William F. Jasper — Most people believe that the United Nations 
was started with the high ideal of preventing war, but it was started 
as a seed that could be grown into world government. 


THE LAST WORD 
“Be Happy! That’s an Order!” 
by William EF Jasper 
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Played for Suckers 


Former President Barack Obama has bam- 
boozled Americans of all races. 

Black America, for its part, felt incal- 
culably exhilarated and overjoyed that at 
last one of its own finally occupied the na- 
tion’s top spot in government and politics. 

Both black and white America made 
certain presuppositions about Barack 
Obama that simply were not true. 

Can black America honestly say he has 
measurably improved their lives in any 
way, after eight years of his presidency? 
Black unemployment still remains excep- 
tionally high, as does the black-on-black 
murder rate in Obama’s native Chicago 
and elsewhere in America. Black lives 
do not matter; it is mostly black babies 
who are aborted, with the full blessing of 
Barack Obama. More than half of those 
black babies were conceived out of wed- 
lock by careless men who preferred to 
“try-before-you-buy,” regarding marriage. 
In the end, they chose not to buy. After 
eight years of Barack Obama, a lack of 
responsible fathers at home still remains 
much of black America’s core dilemma. 

Barack Obama’s eight years in the White 
House have not brought any improvement 
of feeling between black and white Amer- 
ica. Whether sought or unsought, Barack 
Obama has given America a race-relations 
legacy quite contrary to Dr. Martin Luther 
King, Jr.’s dream. Under Barack Obama, 
content of character is out, skin color iden- 
tity is in! 

Barack Obama is no rags-to-riches suc- 
cess story of a president! He never sat in 
the back of any bus, and never shined any- 
one’s shoes. He had an Ivy League col- 
lege education that most whites can only 
dream of. He grew up in Hawaii, a state 
that never experienced the smallest de- 
gree of racial friction seen in the South. 
In summary, Barack Obama is a roaring 
success — in having pulled the wool over 
America’s collective eyes. 

LAWRENCE K. MARSH 
Gaithersburg, Maryland 


Rectifying Abuse 

The abuses of power by the Oval Office in 
the last weeks of the former administration 
would cause our Founders to be shocked 
beyond belief if they could see what the 
federal government has devolved into. 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 


D.C. operates largely outside the bounds 
of the U.S. Constitution. According to 
original intent, the federal government 
should be tiny, with a very small budget 
paid for by the states (not individuals), 
and a very limited scope — not the out- 
of-control behemoth it has become! 

Since the states created the federal gov- 
ernment, they remain sovereign over it. 

The federal government needs to be re- 
duced to what it was intended to be. 

We need to repeal both the 16th and 
17th Amendments (note that Utah did not 
ratify either of those), giving power back 
to the states where it belongs, and we need 
term limits on members of both the U.S. 
House and Senate! Unless we take these 
actions we can expect to see abuses in 
Washington continue forever! 

JAMES CARLYLE GREEN 
Heber City, Utah 


Editors — Term limits would make con- 
gressional sessions essentially non-stop 
lame-duck affairs, likely with a third or 
more of congressmen each term com- 
pletely free to vote against the wills of 
their constituents. 


Guns for Gals 


I had a friend in a town about 100 miles 
away, who, shortly after her husband died, 
expressed uneasiness in living alone and 
going out alone. I suggested she go to a 
good gun shop, with a pistol range and 
training courses for the safe handling and 
use of a self-defense weapon. She could 
get training and help in selecting a gun that 
met her needs. 

The woman took my advice and safely 
carried a small pistol in her purse for the 
remaining five or six years of her life. 
Many of her later comments made it clear 
how much that small pistol in her purse 
had eased her tensions and provided com- 
fort in her final years. 

The Second Amendment is for the la- 
dies as much as the men. 

FRANK B. TURBERVILLE, JR. 
Milton, North Carolina 


Send your letters to: THE NEW AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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rom Russia With Love: 
Did Putin Put Trump in the White House? 

Hillary Clinton’s campaign claim that 
Russia hacked the election to aid Trump — 
a claim backed up by some members of the 


Whien 
Fix Should 
Ne Follow? 


Healthcare: Which 

Fix Should We Follow? 

A great healthcare debate was taking place 
even before the GOP released an ObamaCare 
replacement plan. We analyze the possible 


ways that America’s healthcare system 
could be altered, and tell which plan has the 
best chance of succeeding. (March 20, 2017, 
A8pp) TNA170320 


What on Earth Is Happening 


to Our Temperature? 

Trillions of dollars in government spending 
might hinge on whether or not the climate is 
indeed warming. The answer, however, depends 
on where the thermometers are placed. (April 3, 


Getting US Out 
of the UN for Good! 


Getting US Out of the UN for Good! 


The UN is epitomized by scandals, attacks on 
individual liberties and traditional morality, 
and coverups, and the time is ripe to push 
Congress to get us out of that entity. (June 5, 
2017, 48pp) TNA170605 


intelligence community — isn’t supported 


by any evidence. (February 20, 2017, 48pp) 
1™NA170220 


Trump’s First 100 Days 

Donald Trump surprised many when he 
immediately began to follow through on his 
campaign promises, but after a brisk start, he 
has begun waffling. And his actions indicate he 
will likely be subsumed by the powers-that-be. 


2017, 48pp) TNA170403 (May 22, 2017, 48pp) TNA170522 
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To Fight “Extremism,” Russia Bans Jehovah’s Witnesses 


Under the guise of battling “extremism,” Russian authorities 
decided to ban the Jehovah’s Witnesses religious organization. 
The decision to prohibit the organization, seize its property, 
and shut down its operations came in the form of an April 20 
Supreme Court ruling upholding a request from the Russian 
Ministry of Justice. The estimated 170,000 Russian adherents 
are forbidden from meeting or worshiping, and could risk jail 
for doing so. Some of the group’s literature and publications 
were already banned in Russia as “extremist,” and now, all of 
them are. The move follows similar attacks on religious free- 
dom by Russian authorities aimed at evangelical Christians and 
other Christian denominations. 

In a statement after the ruling, Jehovah’s Witnesses spokes- 
man Yaroslav Sivulsky blasted the ruling. “We are greatly disap- 
pointed by this development and deeply concerned about how 
this will affect our religious activity,” he said, adding that the 
group, which shuns politics and violence, planned to appeal the 
decision, potentially to an international tribunal. Foreign govern- 
ments, the European Union, and nongovernmental organizations 
also rushed to decry the controversial ban. “The supreme court’s 
ruling to shut down the Jehovah’s Witnesses in Russia is a terrible 
blow to freedom of religion and association in Russia,” argued 
Rachel Denber, deputy Europe and Central Asia director for the 
group Human Rights Watch. 

Of course, the abuse of the term “extremism” and “religious 
extremism” is not unique to Russia under former KGB/FSB boss 


b iy 

Illegal beliefs: Members 
of Jehovah’s Witnesses 
listen to the judge’s verdict 
in a courtroom in Moscow. 


Putin. Even in the United States, anti-Christian, left-wing ex- 
tremists in positions of power have gone so far as to smear evan- 
gelical Christians, Catholics, and Orthodox Jews as “religious 
extremists” — the same as Hamas, al-Qaeda, and other terrorist 
organizations — in an official presentation forced on U.S. troops. 

The fast-expanding global war on “extremism” is likely to 
target those who believe in liberty, the Bible, and more. Ameri- 
cans, at least, whose religious freedom and free-speech rights are 
protected by the First Amendment, must ensure that those rights 
continue to be protected. The alternative is unlimited govern- 
ment, tyranny, and ultimately, persecution of those who disagree 
with the establishment and speak the truth. 


Dramatic Drop of Illegal Border Crossers Since Trump Took Office 


Statistics released by U.S. Customs and Border Protection 
(CBP) on May 9 indicate that the flow of illegal immigration 
across our southwestern border has declined dramatically since 
President Donald Trump took office in January. During the first 
three full months of Trump’s administration, 42,000 illegal 
border crossers were taken into custody, compared to nearly 
133,000 apprehended during the same period a year ago. 

In a statement cited by AFP, Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity (DHS) spokesman David Lapan credited tougher surveil- 
lance and enforcement by U.S. Customs and Border Protection 
(a DHS agency) but said that DHS anticipates a possible in- 


crease in coming months, following the winter. 
| | 


Despite the decrease in illegals apprehended, Lapan said 
DHS still wants to add as many as 5,000 more immigration 
enforcement staff, saying, “We still have shortages” in border 
enforcement personnel. 

A May 9 Washington Times report noted that illegal immigra- 
tion across the southwestern border is down 76 percent since 
Trump took office. Total apprehensions by the Border Patrol 
fell to 11,129 in April, the lowest monthly total for any month 
in 17 years. The Times quoted DHS’s Lapan, who said: “A lot 
of the discussion about changes in our enforcement policy and 
the way we are going about doing business, we believe that has 
deterred people. When you get here, it is likely you are going 
to get caught. You are going to be returned to your country.” 

The latest figures continue a trend we reported about in 
March, when we cited a March 8 statement from DHS Secre- 
tary John Kelly noting that CBP had released data showing a 
40-percent drop in apprehensions of illegal immigrants from 
January to February. The number of illegal aliens apprehended 
during that period fell from 31,578 to 18,762 persons. 

Kelly observed: “The drop in apprehensions shows a marked 
change in trends. Since the Administration’s implementation of 
Executive Orders to enforce immigration laws, apprehensions 
and inadmissible activity is trending toward the lowest monthly 
total in at least the last five years.” 
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Cyberweapon Used in Ransomware Attack Was Created by NSA 


The massive cyberattack on computers around the world on May 
12 could — and should — have been prevented. The blame for 
the cyberattack — a “ransomware” attack — rests on the NSA 
and Microsoft. The NSA developed (and lost control of) the cy- 
berweapon that was used. That cyberweapon works by exploiting 
unpatched vulnerabilities in Microsoft Windows — vulnerabili- 
ties Microsoft was aware of. 

The attack was carried out by using the ETERNALBLUE 
exploit developed by the NSA. ETERNALBLUE was leaked 
to the Web as part of a campaign against the NSA in April by a 
hacker group calling itself The Shadow Brokers. ETERNAL- 
BLUE targets unpatched vulnerabilities in Microsoft Windows. 
The NSA had developed the cyberweapon and only made Mi- 
crosoft aware of it in March — after the agency realized the 
weapon had been stolen. 

Microsoft released a patch (MS17-010) for the vulnerability 
on March 14 — before The Shadow Brokers leaked ETERNAL- 
BLUE to the Web to be downloaded by any hacker who wanted 
it. But since Microsoft made the patch available only to either 
those using selected versions of Windows or those using other 
versions who had purchased an extended security agreement plan 
to provide security updates, the ransomware attack caught hun- 
dreds of thousands — if not millions — of victims unprotected. 
After the attack, Microsoft released the patch for all Windows 
users running any version of Windows going back to Windows 


XP. But the patch is too little, too late; closing the barn door after 
the horse is out is not security. 

This one cyberattack caused ambulances to be rerouted, sur- 
geries to be rescheduled, patients to be turned away from emer- 
gency rooms, manufacturers to halt production, and airlines to 
cancel and reschedule flights, as well as a plethora of other 
problems involving everything from transportation to commu- 
nications. 

Moving forward, there is little doubt that the same federal 
government that created — and lost — the weapon used in this 
attack will demand more power and authority over the Internet 
as a result of this attack. 


AP Images 


Mormon Church Cuts Ties With Boy Scouts — Sort of 


The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints (LDS) — the 
Mormons — announced on May 11 that it will pull more than 
180,000 older teens from the Boy Scouts of America (BSA), as 
it transitions to its own internal scouting-style program. While 
denominational leaders insist that the move has nothing to do 
with the BSA’s decision to allow openly homosexual scout lead- 
ers, as well as boys who self-identify as homosexual, at least one 
observer has said he believes that issue was a contributing factor. 
“The church is wedded very much to traditional gender roles and 


they see the Boy Scouts of America increasingly move away from 
that,” said Matthew Bowman, a Mormon scholar and history pro- 
fessor at Henderson State University in Arkansas. “That means 
they have come to see it as less of a hospitable place.” 

Although the loss represents a small percentage of the 2.3 
million young people enrolled in Boy Scout programs, the BSA 
has been losing members steadily over the past several years 
as it has made policy changes at odds with the traditional val- 
ues embraced by longtime faith-based partner organizations. 
Among the major conservative Christian denominations that 
have experienced a mass exodus of members and congrega- 
tions from BSA programs are the Southern Baptist Convention 
and the Assemblies of God, which have turned instead to such 
wholesome, faith-based organizations as the Royal Rangers 
(sponsored by the Assemblies of God) and Trail Life USA, or- 
ganized in part by individuals and groups who had previously 
been involved in traditional Scouting programs. 

While the present decision only impacts teens 14 years old and 
older, observers say it is only a matter of time before LDS leader- 
ship pulls children ages eight to 13 from BSA programs as well. 

A complete break from the BSA organization will be difficult 
to accomplish, however, because of the LDS church’s ties to the 
organization, which stretch back more than 100 years. Nearly one 
in five Boy Scouts in the United States is a Mormon, according 
to Salt Lake City’s Deseret News. @ 


Healthcare Act Will Send Federal 

Funding to Insurance Companies 

“T want to repeal Obamacare. I just don’t want to replace it with Obama- 
care Lite. It boggles my mind how this became a Republican idea.” 
There were several portions of the latest version of the healthcare 
measure — including funding going to insurance companies — that 
didn’t appeal to Senator Rand Paul (R-Ky.), who is a physician. 


Puerto Rico Seeks Debt Relief 

“That things are starting out in such a highly adversarial way strongly 
suggests this will be a long and contentious journey for Puerto Rico.” 
Though not a state, Puerto Rico is a wholly owned possession of 
the United States. The island commonwealth is seeking relief from 
its $123 billion indebtedness. New York lawyer Andrew Rosenberg 
advises Puerto Rico, but even he sees trouble ahead for the island. 


Trump Appointee Wants Local Control Over School Lunches 

“A perfect example of why there should be local control [can be found] 
in the South where the schools want to serve grits. But the whole-grain 
variety has little black flakes in it and the kids won’t eat it. The school 
is compliant with the whole-grain requirements, but no one is eating 
the grits. That doesn’t make any sense.” 

Former Georgia Governor Sonny Perdue is now the secretary of agri- 
culture. He mandated that schools receiving federal funds for lunches 
may opt out of the federal requirements. 


Fences Aren’t Sufficient to Deter Illegal Entry 

“Equally sophisticated engineering goes into the tunnels that turn the 
[Mexico-U.S.] border into a block of Swiss cheese. Between 1990 
and 2016, 224 tunnels were discovered, some with air vents, rails and 
electric lights.” 

A report in the Boston Globe claimed that expecting a border fence to put an end to drug shipments 
sent into the United States from Mexico was unrealistic. 


Sonny 
Perdue 
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Student Supporters Discuss Ann Coulter’s Cancelled Appearance 

“T’m from Tennessee where I’m called a commie. At Berkeley, I’m labeled a right-wing reactionary who 
wants to bring back the patriarchy. For me, Ann Coulter is definitely not the hill to die on.” 

An economics and history student at University of California Berkeley, Patrick Bolden recognizes that 
he is surrounded by leftists who make him feel like an alien from another planet. He and a few other 
student Republicans are virtually alone at the predominantly leftist campus. 


Ex-Im Bank Opponent Named to Be Its Leader 
“T think there is a legitimate concern about whether this nominee will fulfill the commitment we have 
to American workers to get the bank up and running. You have to make 
sure you are not putting someone there who is a saboteur.” 

Senator Heidi Heitkamp (D-N.D.) wonders about the selection of 
former New Jersey Congressman Scott Garrett, who championed abo- 
lition of the bank only two years ago. 


Hillary Clinton Points to Comey as the Cause of Her Defeat 
“Tf the election had been on October 27, I’d be your president.” 
Referring to FBI Director James Comey’s announcement on October 
28 that there were more instances of her using unsecured computers 
to transmit classified information, Hillary Clinton insisted that the 
announcement only days before the November 8 election cost her the 
victory she was expecting. @ 2. Hillary 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS bh, Nee Clinton 
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With United Nations entities and personnel repeatedly demonstrating bad judgment, 
illegality, and corruption, now is the time for the United States to exit the UN. 
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by Alex Newman 


r “\ he United Nations is out of control. 
In April, for instance, the world 
learned that there have been thou- 

sands of accusations against United Na- 
tions “peacekeeping” troops over the last 
decade alleging rape and sexual abuse of 
women and children. Uncovered through 
an investigation by the Associated Press, 
the 2,000 accusations — almost none of 
which resulted in anyone being punished 
— are just the tip of a massive iceberg of 
horror, the fruits of an evil organization 
run by evil forces. The overwhelming ma- 
jority of the UN’s victims never report the 
savage crimes, either because they do not 
know how, or because they fear that the 
men with guns and blue UN helmets will 
return and hurt them yet again. 

The UN’s well-known and relentless 
persecution of whistleblowers who ex- 
pose the crimes of the UN and its lead- 
ers, meanwhile, plays a key role in keep- 
ing most of the atrocities perpetrated by 
the UN under wraps. Now, as THE NEW 
AMERICAN reported recently in a series of 
exclusive online articles, two UN bosses 
are literally trying to have journalists 
jailed for their factual reporting. In Italy, 
the UN Food and Agriculture Organiza- 
tion (FAO) and its communist-linked 
chief have filed a criminal complaint 
for “defamation” against the /talian In- 
sider newspaper and its editor. Truth is 
not even necessarily a defense under the 
arcane fascist-era statute in question. In 
Switzerland, the UN World Intellectual 
Property Organization (WIPO) and its 
boss filed a criminal complaint against 
a journalist who reported on well-docu- 
mented charges of corruption, abuse, and 
nepotism against the outfit’s leader. 

But all the persecution and terror in the 
world cannot silence the truth — that the 
UN is corrupt to the core, and represents 
a massive threat to humanity and liber- 
ty. With the Internet and the rise of the 
alternative media, the UN’s bitter fruit 
is now impossible to conceal from the 
masses. And yet, despite that truth, the 
UN agenda marches onward as if nothing 
was happening. 

Even as its own agents and troops have 
been exposed as some of the most mon- 
strous predators on the planet, the UN 
has been rapidly expanding its powers 
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over national governments and human- 
ity as a whole. And they are looking to 
step up that process. Especially in recent 
years, the UN and its top leaders have in- 
creasingly been acting as self-appointed 
world rulers, leaders of a wannabe global 
government with usurped power over 
every facet of life. Most recently, for 
example, the UN “Special Rapporteur 
on the right of everyone to the enjoy- 
ment of the highest attainable standard 
of physical and mental health,” Dainius 
Puras, wrote the Trump administration 
a letter claiming that repealing Obama- 
Care would violate “international law.” 
He cited, among other sources of this 
global “law,” a UN agreement that the 
U.S. government has never even ratified. 
In June of 2016, UN High Commissioner 
for Human Rights Zeid Ra’ad Al Hussein 
claimed that the U.S. government has an 
“obligation” under “international law” 
to impose “robust gun control” on the 
American people. 
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Indeed, top UN officials have become 
increasingly bold in portraying them- 
selves as a world government. Recently 
departed UN Secretary-General Ban Ki- 
moon, for example, repeatedly referred to 
the UN as the “Parliament of Humanity” 
amid the organization’s 70th anniversary 
festivities. The motto for the occasion: 
“Stronger UN. Better World.” And to 
guide the global “Parliament of Human- 
ity,” as Ban referred to it, is what Ban 
and other top UN officials labeled the 
new global “Declaration of Interdepen- 
dence,” more commonly known as UN 
Agenda 2030 or the Sustainable Develop- 
ment Goals — essentially a road-map to 
global totalitarianism. 


Get U.S. Out! Restore 
American Sovereignty 
Of course, Americans do not have to put 
up with the growing deluge of abuse from 
the UN and its largely autocratic member 
regimes. The movement to “Get U.S. Out 


ruins, then exploited them as part of a sex-slavery ring they were operating. 
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of the United Nations,” started by The John 
Birch Society long before most Americans 
realized what the UN represented, has been 
around for generations. But rarely, if ever, 
has there been such an incredible opportu- 
nity to actually get it done. With the UN 
under fire from all sides amid the escalat- 
ing scandals and surging outrage in Con- 
gress, Americans have a historic chance to 
set the globalist agenda for “global gover- 
nance” back by decades or more. In one 
fell swoop, generations of establishment 
scheming — and especially the surrender- 
ing of U.S. sovereignty to global institu- 
tions — could be reversed. 

At times, President Donald Trump and 
some of those close to him have sounded 
very supportive of the effort to restore 
U.S. sovereignty and clip the UN’s wings. 
But to make an American exit from the 
UN areality, the movement for an Ameri- 
can exit (““Amexit”) from the UN must 
kick into overdrive, and false solutions 
such as “replacing” it with a new globalist 
organization must be avoided (see article 
on page 18). 

On January 3, amid growing outrage 
on both sides of the aisle surrounding the 
UN’s recent activities, legislation to get 
the U.S. government out of the UN and 
evict the scandal-plagued global body 
from the United States was re-intro- 
duced in the new Congress. If approved, 
H.R.193, better known as the “American 
Sovereignty Restoration Act,” would end 
U.S. participation in and funding of the 
widely ridiculed “dictators club,” while 
protecting American sovereignty and self- 
government under the Constitution. 

The bill was introduced in the 115th 
Congress by Representative Mike Rogers 
(R-Ala.) and a coalition of liberty-minded 
lawmakers. Cosponsors as of early May 
include Representatives Walter Jones (R- 
N.C.), Andy Biggs (R-Ariz.), Jason Smith 
(R-Mo.), Thomas Massie (R-Ky.), John 
Duncan (R-Tenn.), Matt Gaetz (R-Fla.), 
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Saying what they are thinking: Recently departed UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon became 
incredibly bold toward the end of his term, referring to the UN as the “Parliament of Humanity,” 


another term for world government. 


Raul Labrador (R-Idaho), and Alexander 
Mooney (R-W.V.). While the legislation 
currently has eight cosponsors, a number 
of lawmakers across America currently on 
the fence have expressed interest, and may 
just need a slight nudge to give in to the 
growing public pressure. 

“The UN has attempted a number of 
actions which aimed to encroach on the 
rights granted to U.S. citizens under our 
Constitution,” said Representative Rogers, 
whose first act in the new Congress was to 
re-introduce the bill. “Most recently, the 
UN Security Council sided with Pales- 
tine and passed a resolution condemning 
Israel’s settlements in Jerusalem. Attacks 
against one of the United States’ greatest 
allies are just the most recent chapter in 
the UN’s dangerous agenda. I believe our 
involvement in the UN is a waste of tax- 
payer dollars.” 


If approved, the most important facet 
of the legislation would repeal the UN 
Participation Act of 1945, the statute pur- 
porting to authorize U.S. involvement in 
the UN. With that statute repealed, H.R. 
193 would shutter the U.S. government’s 
missions to the outfit. The bill would also 
“terminate all membership by the United 
States in the United Nations, and in any 
organ, specialized agency, commission, 
or other formally affiliated body of the 
United Nations.” That specifically in- 
cludes UNESCO, which President Ron- 
ald Reagan withdrew from, along with the 
UN World Health Organization (WHO), 
the UN Environment Program (UNEP), 
the UN’s dictator-controlled “Human 
Rights Council,” and more. It would end 
all U.S. involvement in all UN conven- 
tions and agreements, too. 

The proposed law, introduced in Con- 
gress for decades by former Representa- 
tive Ron Paul (R-Texas) and other patriot- 
ic lawmakers, would also end all funding 
to the UN and all of its agencies — with 
the estimated savings to U.S. taxpayers 
reaching as high as $10 billion per year, 
and potentially even more. The legislation 
prohibits all U.S. military involvement in 
UN “peacekeeping” schemes, too, creat- 
ing a ban on US. troops serving under 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ JUNE 5, 2017 


UN command. The American taxpayer 
currently pays almost a third of the UN’s 
military budget. So in addition to the cost 
savings, the loss of U.S. funding should 
help protect the countless victims of UN 
troops from Africa and Asia to Europe and 
the Americas. 

The bill would evict the UN and its spy- 
and dictator-infested headquarters from 
US. soil, and would ban any use of Amer- 
ican government facilities by the global 
outfit, while stripping UN bureaucrats 
and dignitaries of the diplomatic immunity 
that has become synonymous among crit- 
ics with the total impunity and lawlessness 
that pervades the organization. 


Support for Amexit Growing in 
Congress and Among Grassroots 
Support for the effort to withdraw from 
the UN is spreading among real conser- 
vatives and constitutionalists. One of the 
political heavyweights to openly cham- 
pion the idea is former Alaska governor 
and GOP vice presidential candidate Sarah 
Palin, who had dinner at the White House 
on April 19 with President Trump. While 
she was never known for her globalism, 
her anti-UN, pro-Amexit comments made 
right after the historic Brexit vote to ditch 
the EU were highly significant and gained 
widespread attention across the United 
States and even beyond. 

Among grassroots organizations and 
the conservative movement, those senti- 
ments are becoming increasingly wide- 
spread, too. The enormously influential 
Home School Legal Defense Associa- 
tion (HSLDA), which has hundreds of 
thousands of members and wields tre- 
mendous influence in Congress and in 
state legislatures, posted a brief last 
summer that was strongly supportive of 
the American Sovereignty Restoration 
Act. “This would protect families from 
the threat of far-reaching international 
domestic policy mandates,” the group’s 
deputy director of federal relations ex- 
plained. “United States’ participation in 
UN domestic policy has become increas- 
ingly dangerous to homeschool freedom 
in recent years.” 

In Congress, meanwhile, many of the 
most prominent liberty-minded legislators 
have also signed on to the effort to ditch 
the UN. Senator Rand Paul (R-Ky.), for 
example, said during his 2016 presidential 
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campaign that he would even like to see the 
UN dismantled. “I dislike paying for some- 
thing that two-bit Third World countries 
with no freedom [use to] attack us and com- 
plain about the United States,” explained 
the popular pro-liberty senator, the son of 
liberty icon and former Congressman Ron 
Paul, who led the charge for an Amexit in 
Congress during his long career as an unde- 
feated constitutionalist lawmaker. “There’s 
a lot of reasons why I don’t like the UN, 
and I think I’d be happy to dissolve it.” 
Indeed, dissolving the UN is exactly what 
sources within the system say is needed. 

Representative Thomas Massie (R-Ky.), 
among the most constitutional lawmakers 
as measured on THE NEW AMERICAN mag- 
azine’s Freedom Index, is a cosponsor of 
H.R. 193 and has been vocally promoting 
it online and in media appearances. At his 
website, ThomasMassie.com, the very first 
post urges visitors to sign their name on a 
petition to support an American exit from 
the UN. “United Nations membership in- 
cludes third-world dictators and as a mem- 
ber of the UN, we bind our citizens to deci- 
sions made by undemocratic countries,” he 
explains. “Our constitution should always 
be the supreme law of the land.” 

After explaining what the American 
Sovereignty Restoration Act would do, 
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Massie highlights more reasons why it is 
needed. “The United Nations also costs 
our country billions of dollars and I be- 
lieve we should bring those tax dollars 
back to America,” he said. “In addition, 
the UN presents a real threat to our 2nd 
Amendment rights, most obviously in 
their push for the UN Arms Trade Treaty 
(ATT). This treaty encourages members 
to set up national record keeping require- 
ments for those with firearms and pushes 
members to share these lists with other 
member countries.” 

In a radio interview shortly after Brex- 
it, Massie offered even more compelling 
reasons why the U.S. government should 
pursue an “Amexit” and sever its en- 
tangling alliances with the global body. 
“Who would be crazy enough to stay in 
the United Nations and pay the most for 
their funding while it’s attended by Third 
World dictators who are writing rules and 
regulations that are supposed to bind our 
country?” asked the lawmaker, adding that 
more than half of the UN’s member re- 
gimes — North Korea, Syria, Iraq, Yemen, 
Cuba, and Venezuela, for instance — re- 
main unfree and oppressive. “Stalin was a 
founding member of the United Nations.” 

The liberty-minded Kentucky con- 
gressman went on to systematically de- 


Judgment and action: U.S. Representative Mike Rogers (R-Ala.) sponsored the American 
Sovereignty Restoration Act (H.R. 193) due to the UN’s assault on U.S. sovereignty and the 
liberties of the American people. 
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bunk the UN’s raison d’etre (reason for 
being), as well as the arguments for con- 
tinued American membership. Address- 
ing the U.S. government’s veto, Massie 
pointed out that the regimes in China and 
Russia also hold a veto. On the notion that 
the UN prevents war, Massie noted that 
they failed miserably, and that, if any- 
thing, it is the existence of nuclear weap- 
ons that has prevented another round of 
world war. And finally, on the ruse that 
the UN would help uphold its perverted 
vision of “human rights” — a vision that 
is entirely incompatible with American 
traditions of God-given, unalienable 
rights that government exists to protect 
— Massie sounded flabbergasted. “Look 
at the membership of this organization!” 
he declared, adding that the world’s most 


vicious abusers of human rights are lead- 
ing UN member states. 


Defunding the Monster 

Massie noted that support in Congress for 
reining in the UN was already strong and 
growing stronger. “When it did come to a 
vote we came just 70 votes short of cut- 
ting funding for the United Nations, and 
70 votes is not a lot,” he said in the radio 
interview. “You know, you flip 35 votes and 
it’s passed, out of 435. I think there will be 
more attention paid to it as time goes on, 
I think we’re going to pick up momen- 
tum.” Indeed, polls show Americans are 
overwhelmingly dissatisfied with the con- 
troversial global body, even in the face of 
an establishment media that generally con- 
ceals the truth about the UN. Massie called 


Well-known figures are getting on board: Former Alaska governor and VP candidate Sarah Palin 
is among a growing group of prominent political voices pushing for the U.S. government to leave 
the UN. 


AP Images 


on Americans to continue pressuring their 
members of Congress to get on board. 

UN and federal estimates suggest that 
American taxpayers pay more than $10 
billion per year to support the UN sys- 
tem and all of its tentacles, including the 
scandal-plagued “peacekeeping” forces 
that have become infamous around the 
world for raping and sexually exploiting 
children. That means the United States, 
which is constantly being demonized and 
attacked for its freedoms by the dictators 
club, pays more than some 185 other na- 
tions — combined. In exchange, the Unit- 
ed States is constantly attacked by the UN 
for its constitutional protections. 

While an Amexit is the ultimate goal of 
lawmakers such as Massie and countless 
patriots across America, the idea of de- 
funding the UN has been surging in pop- 
ularity in recent years — and especially 
since December 23 of 2016. That is the 
day when the UN Security Council voted 
to declare the existence of Jews in East 
Jerusalem and the West Bank (known to 
Jews and in the Bible as Judea and Sa- 
maria) a supposed “flagrant violation” 
of “international law.” Aside from the 
Obama administration, which abstained 
from the vote but reportedly played a 
role in orchestrating it, every one of 
the permanent and term members of the 
UN body voted in favor of the scheme, 
known as Resolution 2334. 

Around the Islamic world and beyond, 
the UN vote was hailed as a great victo- 
ry. But in Washington, D.C., the outrage 
against the UN ranged from Left to Right, 
establishment to anti-establishment, 
globalist to patriotic, and everywhere in 
between. Right away, Republicans and 
Democrats declared the vote to be unac- 
ceptable, and vowed to cut off funding to 
the UN. Even globalist ultra-far-left U.S. 
lawmakers slammed the UN scheme, 
with Congressman Eliot Engel (D-N.Y.) 
blasting it as “‘a one-sided, biased resolu- 
tion,” and Senate Minority Leader Chuck 
Schumer (D-N.Y.) slamming the UN as a 
“fervently anti-Israel body” that has been 
that way since it declared Zionism to be 
racism. 

Republicans were even more furious 
at the UN vote. Perhaps most vocal was 
conservative Senator Ted Cruz (R-Texas), 
who right away announced an effort to cut 
all U.S. funding to the UN unless and until 
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the anti-Israel vote was undone. On social 
media, he said: “No US $ for UN until 
reversed.” “I believe Congress should end 
U.S. taxpayer funding for the United Na- 
tions unless and until the UN reverses this 
anti-Israel resolution, and I believe there 
will be considerable support in Congress, 
I hope in both parties, to do exactly that,” 
noted Cruz, adding that the push would 
come “soon, very soon.” 

Even neocon globalist and reliable 
establishment figure Senator Lindsey 
Graham (R-S.C.), who chairs the Sen- 
ate appropriations subcommittee for the 
State Department and foreign operations, 
vowed to push for Congress to stop fund- 
ing the UN. “The UN has made it impos- 
sible for us to continue with business as 
usual,” said Graham, who practically 
never met a globalist UN program or il- 
legal UN-backed war that he did not want 
to squander your money and even your 
children’s lives on. “Almost every Re- 
publican will feel like this is a betrayal of 
Israel and the only response that we have 
is the power of [the] purse.” 

Outside of Congress, the conservative 
policy and media machine never sound- 
ed more rabidly anti-UN than after the 
vote, with countless prominent voices 
— including many associated with the 
establishment — calling for defunding 
the dictators club. David Greenfield at 
FrontPage Magazine listed a broad range 
of UN crimes, abuses, and horrors before 
saying that “we and every sane country” 
should have defunded the UN decades 
ago. “If you give money to the U.N., it 
will end up anywhere and everywhere 
except where it’s supposed to go,” he 
continued. “But defunding the U.N. isn’t 
enough. There is no reason for us to re- 
main there at all.” Greenfield called for 
the U.S. government to first defund, and 
then withdraw from the UN. 

Even some dyed-in-the-wool neocons 
and establishment loyalists called for tak- 
ing serious action against the rogue inter- 
national body. Columnist and establish- 
ment talking head Charles Krauthammer, 
for example, a member of the globalist 
Council on Foreign Relations that has 
been instrumental in surrendering U.S. 
sovereignty for generations, suggested 
on Fox News’ Special Report that Trump 
should turn UN headquarters in New York 
City into condos. 
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Caring about the country: U.S. Representative Thomas Massie (R-Ky.), one of America’s leading 
constitutionalist lawmakers, has also been leading the charge in Congress for an American exit 


from the UN. 


Trump and Prospects 

for Amexit/Defunding 

Realistically, in terms of getting the UN 
defunded in the coming years, or more 
importantly, securing an American exit 
from it, a lot will depend on President 
Trump and what he says and does. And 
so far, Trump has been all over the map 
when it comes to the UN — which could 
be a good or a bad sign. On the campaign 
trail, Trump was incredibly hostile to the 
UN, illustrating the fact that it is entirely 
possible to win a national campaign for 
the highest elected office in the land while 
slamming the UN and standing firmly 
against globalism. 

On the campaign trail, Trump repeat- 
edly hammered the UN as well as the 
globalist ideology underpinning it harder 
than any candidate in recent memory. 
“The United Nations is not a friend of 
democracy, it’s not a friend to freedom, 
it’s not a friend even to the United States 
of America, where as all know, it has its 
home,” the real-estate mogul told the 
American Israel Public Affairs Commit- 
tee (AIPAC). Earlier in the campaign, 
Trump ridiculed the UN as a “political 
game,” calling for “smaller numbers,” 
presumably a reference to downsizing 
the globalist organization. He also vowed 
to “cancel” the UN Paris Agreement on 
“climate,” which as of early May had still 


not taken place but which news reports 
suggested may be in the works. 

Even after winning, Trump, whose cam- 
paign was equated with ISIS by the UN’s 
top “human rights” bureaucrat, lambasted 
the UN. “When do you see the United Na- 
tions solving problems? They don’t. They 
cause problems,” then-President-elect 
Trump declared following the controver- 
sial UN Security Council vote condemn- 
ing the presence of Jewish settlements in 
lands the UN and its member regimes be- 
lieve should be free of Jews. And for quite 
some time, it appeared clear that Trump 
was leaning in the direction of hostility 
toward the UN. 

And upon taking office, top Trump ad- 
ministration officials, along with leaks on 
policy proposals, suggested Trump was in- 
deed serious about taking on the UN. On 
January 25, the New York Times reported 
on a set of draft executive orders that 
would have drastically reduced the U.S. 
government’s role at the UN and other 
international organizations. One of the 
orders also would have required a review 
of sovereignty-stealing UN treaties, with a 
view toward restoring self-government in 
various policy areas and saving U.S. tax- 
payers billions of dollars. 

Unfortunately, months after the initial 
reports, neither of those executive orders 
ever materialized. It was not immediately 
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clear whether they had been scrapped or 
were still under consideration. But in mid- 
March, there was some potentially encour- 
aging news when the globalist-minded 
Foreign Policy journal reported that 
Trump was seeking to slash U.S. funding 
for the UN by at least 50 percent. Citing 
administration officials, the report said the 
U.S. State Department had been ordered 
to identify the UN agencies and programs 
that would be cut. Multiple bureaucracies 
were expected to lose all their funding. 

But true to their well-known global- 
ist allegiances, top GOP leaders in Con- 
gress warned that they would not accept 
the cuts. And so far, nothing concrete has 
been accomplished on that front, with the 
exception of cutting U.S. funds to the UN 
Population Fund (UNFPA), a UN agency 
known for perpetrating atrocities and 
abuses in its fanatical zeal for reducing the 
number of humans on the planet. 


Trump Waffling on UN? 

Since then, Trump has also sent worry- 
ing signals that he may be rethinking his 
opposition to the UN and globalism. Ina 
bizarre reversal that took many analysts 
on all sides of the spectrum by surprise, 
Trump hosted a gathering of UN Secu- 
rity Council ambassadors at the White 
House on April 24 and struck a dramati- 
cally different tone on the UN. Among 


UN troops: While many globalists want to use UN troops to impose their “New World Order,” 


other ideas, Trump suggested that the UN 
should be further empowered, in a bid to 
“solve” world problems ranging from 
Syria and North Korea to humanitarian 
crises and more. 

“The status quo in North Korea is also 
unacceptable,” Trump told the UN Security 
Council ambassadors representing the 15 
governments and dictatorships — includ- 
ing some close allies of the North Korean 
dictator — at the White House meeting. 
“The Council must be prepared to impose 
additional and stronger sanctions on North 
Korean nuclear and ballistic missile pro- 
grams.... This is a real threat to the world, 
whether we want to talk about it or not. 
North Korea is a big world problem and it’s 
a problem that we have to finally solve.” 

“IT also want to say to you that I have 
long felt the United Nations is an un- 
derperformer but has tremendous po- 
tential,” Trump told the attendees, after 
warning during the campaign of a global- 
ist “cabal” with “international bankers” 
seeking what he called “global govern- 
ment” for humanity. 

The implication of Trump’s comments 
was clear: The UN should be “taking on” 
even more real and imagined problems 
than it currently does. “It hasn’t lived up 
to the potential,” Trump continued, outlin- 
ing a vision of a radically expanded UN. 
“T see a day when there’s a conflict where 


the scandal-plagued military force is infamous mostly for raping vulnerable women and 


children with impunity. 
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the United Nations, you get together, and 
you solve the conflict. You just don’t see 
the United Nations, like, solving conflicts. 
I think that’s going to start happening now. 
I can see it. And the United Nations will get 
together and solve conflicts. It won’t be two 
countries, it will be the United Nations me- 
diating or arbitrating with those countries.” 

“So I see fantastic potential and fantas- 
tic things ahead for the United Nations,” 
the president added, noting that even his 
concerns over costs would fade away if 
the UN did a “great job” allegedly solving 
world problems. “As we look around the 
world, it’s clear that there is much work 
for you to achieve. You’re going to be very 
busy people, I suspect, over these coming 
months and years.” 

Obviously, that is not what many Trump 
supporters thought they were voting for 
when they cast their ballot for the man 
who promised that “Americanism, not 
globalism, will be our credo.” But it seems 
possible that the globalist strategy of dup- 
ing Trump into supporting the UN — out- 
lined by CFR “Global Governance” boss 
Stewart M. Patrick — may have worked. 
Basically, Patrick and his CFR cohorts 
proposed that the socialist UN Secretary- 
General Antonio Guterres try to hoodwink 
Trump into believing that the dictators 
club could be used by the Trump admin- 
istration to “get things done.” Citing the 
George W. Bush administration, Patrick 
claimed that “this message could resonate 
with Donald Trump.” And indeed, it may 
have, at least if Trump’s recent comments 
are any guide. 

Some Trump apologists floated the idea 
that the president may have simply been 
making the globalist comments as a ne- 
gotiating tool, or as a means of showing 
the world how useless the UN is when 
it comes to solving actual problems. But 
whether that is the case remains to be 
seen. It would hardly be surprising to have 
Trump come out swinging against the UN 
in the months and years ahead. 


Amexit to “Get U.S. Out” 

Is the Right Prescription 

With the UN becoming variously a laugh- 
ingstock or a pariah among civilized peo- 
ple who know the facts, in addition to the 
efforts to “replace” the UN (see page 18), 
many are calling for it to be “reformed” 
instead. Countless schemes to “reform” 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ JUNE 5, 2017 


a 
the global body have been pushed, some 
minor, some drastic. But Art Thompson, 
the CEO of The John Birch Society, ex- 
plained that reform is not a realistic option 
to protect humanity from the UN’s totali- 
tarian global agenda. 

“How does one reform an organization 
started at the beginning by communists 
from the Soviet Union and America?” 
asked Thompson, noting that it was Soviet 
spy Alger Hiss who headed the American 
delegation and eventually served as secre- 
tary-general of the founding UN summit 
that drafted the UN Charter. “The UN was 
set up to control the world in a powerful, 
centralized government, not to ensure 
peace — except for the select few who 
want to rule the world.” 

Plus, the UN’s roster of member regimes 
— significantly less than half of which are 
classified as “free,” even by the establish- 
ment’s own institutions — makes reform 
in a positive direction impossible anyway. 
“How can we possibly work within the 
UN if the vast majority of UN member na- 
tions are corrupt socialist states?” asked 
Thompson. “They have used all manner 
of ruses to keep us involved and financ- 
ing the UN. It is simply time to get us out 
and get the UN out of the United States 
and allow the American people to manage 
their own affairs.” 

Indeed, while defunding the UN may 
be a good interim step on the road to full 
withdrawal, helping to neutralize the dic- 
tators club and the havoc it can wreak, that 
is not enough. Cutting funds for the UN is 
no substitute for a complete Amexit from 
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the increasingly totalitarian global outfit. 
“Reform” is simply a counterproductive 
effort that gives legitimacy to the UN. For 
liberty and self-government to survive 
over the long haul, the UN and its global- 
ist agenda must be stopped completely. 
Neither reform nor replace nor defund 
will be enough to stop the globalist march 
toward global governance — only with- 
drawal will do the job. 

There is a lot that Americans can do 
to help bring about a U.S. withdrawal. 
Meeting with members of Congress to 
educate them on this issue is crucial. 
Educating their constituents on the threat 
is just as important. Last Congress, estab- 
lishment operatives on the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee were able to keep the 
American Sovereignty Restoration Act 
from moving. This time, with anti-UN 
sentiment spreading quickly, that may 
be more difficult — at least if Americans 
keep the pressure on and the UN keeps 
behaving like a criminal syndicate turned 
global government. 

At the state and local level, Americans 
can do a lot of important work neutralizing 
the threat of the UN as well. Lawmakers 
in Alabama, for example, unanimously 
passed a law ban- 
ning UN Agenda 21 
and its implementa- 
tion at the state or 
local level. If many 
more state and local 
governments across 
America were to fol- 
low Alabama’s lead 


Trump’s talks: On the campaign trail, Trump 
hammered the UN, but now he has changed 
his tune somewhat. His actions could be 
important in the success or failure of the “Get 
US Out” effort. 


in rejecting UN schemes, it would send a 
powerful signal to members of Congress 
and the UN that globalism and UN med- 
dling will no longer be tolerated. Plus, 
such measures help protect states and 
local communities from the destructive, 
anti-liberty policies that have their genesis 
in the globalist agenda pushed by the UN. 

The fight to save liberty and self-gov- 
ernment from the UN will not be easy. 
But after almost 60 years of the JBS 
working to educate Americans on the 
danger of the UN, much of the public — 
especially among activists and educated 
voters — understands the threat and what 
must be done about it. Americans right 
now have the best opportunity in genera- 
tions to Get the United States out of the 
UN and the UN out of the United States. 
It will take hard work and a great deal of 
effort. But setting the globalist establish- 
ment back by decades while preserving 
American freedom and independence is 
well worth the price. 
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Even as the crimes and failures of the UN have become 
irrefutable, and its former defenders have taken to 
attacking it, globalists are pushing for its replacement, 
not its closing. 


Dictators-R-Us: The UN is increasingly being delegitimized due to its largely dictatorial 


membership roster and the constant scandals, but replacing it with a new and improved UN is 


not a real solution. 


by Alex Newman 


ith the United Nations becom- 
ing increasingly controver- 
sial in the United States and 


beyond, the chorus to start dismantling 
it is growing louder and louder, and it is 
getting to be “mainstream.” Indeed, even 
many neoconservatives, perhaps hoping to 
keep what remains of their conservative 
credibility, appear to be joining the band- 
wagon. In recent years and especially in 
recent months, with the realization that 
more and more Americans are waking up 
to the evil of the UN, the calls for “replac- 
ing” the UN with some sort of “democrat- 
ic” version of it are growing louder. 
Writing in National Review Online 


after the British voted to secede from the 
European Union, for example, Josh Gel- 
ernter, also a regular contributor to the 
neocon journal Weekly Standard, head- 
lined his article “Let’s Take a Cue From 
Brexit and Leave the U.N.” “There is no 
fixing the U.N.,” wrote Gelernter, urging 
readers to contact Congress and press the 
case. However, like other neocons, Gel- 
ernter went on to call for the creation of a 
“United Free Nations.” 

Before that, Clifford May, the president 
of the neoconservative Foundation for 
Defense of Democracies and a signatory 
of the warmongering Project for a New 
American Century, made a similar argu- 
ment in a late 2015 piece for the Wash- 
ington Times. “The U.N. is not the head- 


quarters of some notional ‘international 
community,’ and it’s certainly not the seed 
from which a global government should 
grow,” wrote May, who in the 1980s was 
reportedly listed as a member of the glo- 
balist Council on Foreign Relations. “The 
next administration might consider de- 
veloping an alternative international or- 
ganization, one that would include only 
nations sincerely committed to freedom, 
democracy, and human rights.” 

As far back as 2012, Jonah Goldberg, the 
editor of National Review, an increasingly 
irrelevant propaganda organ for the neocon 
wing of the globalist establishment, made 
broadly the same argument. Outraged that 
the UN Security Council was able to block 
a resolution that would have led to regime 
change in Syria, Goldberg said it was time 
for a new organization. “What would be 
so terrible about giving those good na- 
tions someplace else to meet? By good, I 
mean democratic. A league, or concert, of 
democracies wouldn’t replace the United 
Nations, but it would offer some much- 
needed competition,” argued Goldberg, a 
“Never Trump” activist who was humili- 
ated in the last election. 

Goldberg actually used blatant false- 
hoods to promote his argument. “We 
have had to go around the United Nations 
before, and usually we go to NATO,” he 
wrote. “That was what President Clinton 
did in the Balkans and what President 
Obama did in Libya.” In fact, contrary to 
Goldberg’s inaccurate assertion, nobody 
went “around” the UN — Obama specifi- 
cally cited a UN Security Council resolu- 
tion as his pretext for bombing Libya and 
overthrowing its government. Essentially, 
Goldberg and other warmongering neo- 
cons believe creating a new international 
organization would help provide a shred 
of legitimacy to their illegal wars and re- 
gime-change schemes. 

Before those more recent calls, neocons 
such as U.S. Senator John McCain (R- 
Ariz.) made similar demands. During his 
2008 presidential campaign, McCain — 
apparently unaware that the United States 
has always been a republic — pushed for 
the creation of a globalist body that would 
bring together “democracies.” “We have 
to strengthen our global alliances as the 
core of a new global compact — a League 
of Democracies — that can harness the 
vast influence of the more than one hun- 
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dred democratic nations around the world 
to advance our values and defend our 
shared interests,” McCain declared. 

But as THE NEw AMERICAN’S Patrick 
Krey wrote in 2009, McCain’s idea was 
hardly new — and it was hardly unique 
to the neocon wing of the globalist estab- 
lishment. In fact, the “League of Democ- 
racies” was simply a slightly modified 
moniker for a similar scheme pushed by 
left-wing globalists known as the “Concert 
of Democracies.” That scheme was pro- 
posed in a 2006 report on national security 
for the “Princeton Project” by Anne-Marie 
Slaughter, a leftist advocate for the “New 
World Order” and the Obama-Hillary 
Clinton State Department’s director of 
policy planning at the time, as well as left- 
wing globalist Princeton Professor G. John 
Ikenberry. The proposed outfit would try 
to work within the UN, but if that failed, 
the alliance would assume many of its 
functions, including purporting to legiti- 
mize international military interventions 
demanded by the globalist establishment. 

The year after Slaughter and Ikenberry 
called for a “Concert of Democracies,” 
Ivo Daalder, who was made a foreign 
policy advisor to Obama, co-wrote a 2007 
piece published by The American Inter- 
est headlined “Democracies of the World, 
Unite!” In the piece, which seems to have 
pleased top-level globalists enough to 
give Daalder a massive career boost, the 
proposed global organization for “de- 
mocracies” was painted as one that could 
push multiple globalist agendas success- 
fully. “The Concert would be a vehicle for 
helping democracies confront their mutual 
security challenges,” they wrote. “This 
would involve close coordination of dip- 
lomatic strategy, law enforcement activity, 
intelligence collection and analysis, and 
military deployments. Over time, Con- 
cert members could follow NATO’s lead 
and develop common doctrine, promote 
joint training and planning, and enhance 
interoperability among their militaries, 
police forces and intelligence agencies.” 

More recently, a similar idea has gained 
fresh momentum as the UN has become 
a pariah among U.S. voters and others 
around the world. As THE NEW AMERICAN 
reported online in February, a global ef- 
fort dubbed “Covenant of Democratic Na- 
tions” was launched this year that seeks to 
abolish the United Nations. But instead of 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


replacing it with nothing — after all, why 
would one want to replace a cancer with 
something else? — the widely ridiculed 
“dictators club” would be replaced with 
an international organization open exclu- 
sively to free and democratic nations. 

Basically, it is a “repeal and replace” 
campaign to ostensibly protect the world 
from the UN and its increasingly vicious 
attacks on freedom and self-government. 
And who could be against that? A number 
of lawmakers around the world expressed 
interest in the campaign as the movement 
traveled from city to city hosting events 
to expose the UN and promote an alterna- 
tive to it. 

The Covenant of Democratic Nations 
held its “Global Launch” event in January 
on Capitol Hill. “The League of Nations 
outlived its usefulness during the Hitler re- 
gime,” read the invitation for the January 23 
confab, held at the Rayburn House Office 
Building. “After the War, the League was 
replaced by the United Nations. Now the 
United Nations has outlived its usefulness 
and must be replaced with a new interna- 
tional body, one comprised solely of those 
nations governed by democratic principles, 
devoted to genuine democracy, equality, and 
peaceful relations throughout the world.” 

“The United States should defund and 
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withdraw from the United Nations and re- 
constitute the movement to achieve world 
peace for all in a new world body: The 
Covenant of Democratic Nations,” the 
campaign continued on its website and in 
various documents and invitations. “The 
Covenant of Democratic Nations will re- 
view, re-ratify, amend, or nullify all acts 
and resolutions of the United Nations and 
its agencies creating a new body of long- 
overdue, reformed, and updated interna- 
tional law.” 

A number of prominent voices spoke at 
events the alliance organized in major cit- 
ies across the United States. Among those 
in attendance at the “Global Launch” in 
Washington, D.C., was Representative 
Trent Franks (R-Ariz.). “This is a critically 
important issue,” explained Franks, who 
has an unimpressive 73 percent cumula- 
tive score on THE NEW AMERICAN’S Con- 
stitution-based Freedom Index. “The Unit- 
ed Nations started out with a noble charter 
... but the United Nations has not only 
failed their charter, they have distinctly 
moved in the opposite direction and done 
actual harm. They have become an anti- 
American, anti-Semitic, anti-democratic, 
anti-freedom mob. We need some type of 
alternative — a Covenant of Democratic 
Nations. We need to repeal and replace.” 


Half right: U.S. Representative Trent Franks (R-Ariz.) has rightly criticized the UN and called for 
it to be disbanded, but he wants to replace it with another international body that would also be 


dangerous. 
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On the campaign’s website, Franks is 
also quoted blasting the UN: “The United 
Nations is a proven failure and must be 
replaced.... An international body with 
the goal of promulgating global stability 
and protecting and promoting inalienable 
human rights and freedom in the world re- 
quires an entirely new institution. Found- 
ed by genuine democracies, limited to de- 
mocracies, and devoted to democracy as 
the foundation for world peace, the Cove- 
nant of Democratic Nations would be able 
to succeed where the U.N. has failed.” 

Lawmakers in other liberty-minded 
Western nations also joined the band- 
wagon. Australian Senator Malcolm 
Roberts with the anti-globalist One Na- 
tion party, for example, facilitated an 
event by the anti-UN group at the Aus- 
tralian Parliament. He said the UN was 
also a threat to his country. “This much 
is quite clear,” he said. “Australia’s val- 
ues and way of life are also at risk from 
insidious institutions such as the un- 
elected swill that is the United Nations. 
Action needs to be taken.” 

Much of the rhetoric exposing the UN 
is very welcome — in fact, the move- 
ment’s delegitimizing of the UN is an 
enormously positive contribution. How- 
ever, there are multiple problems with 
the idea. For instance, the Covenant of 
Democratic Nations campaign and many 
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variations on it have touted “democracy” 
as the ideal to be pursued and the require- 
ment for admission to the “new and im- 
proved” international organization that 
would replace or at least compete with 
the UN. 

The Founders of the United States, 
though, explicitly rejected pure democ- 
racy as an unstable and dangerous system 
of government in which individual rights 
would not be adequately protected. In- 
stead, they decided to establish a consti- 
tutional republic, governed by the rule of 
law and democratically elected represen- 
tatives, in which the God-given rights of 
individuals would be protected. 

In The Federalist, No. 10, James Madi- 
son, known as the “father” of the U.S. 
Constitution, made the point clearly, say- 
ing that democracies “have ever been 
spectacles of turbulence and contention; 
have ever been found incompatible with 
personal security or the rights of property; 
and have in general been as short in their 
lives as they have been violent in their 
deaths.” To guard against such a system 
and its risks to life, liberty, and property, 
Madison advocated a republican form of 
government. “A republic, by which I mean 
a government in which the scheme of rep- 
resentation takes place, opens a different 
prospect, and promises the cure for which 
we are seeking,” he continued. 


Democracies are dangerous: Many promoters of “replacing” the UN seek a club for 
“democracies” instead, but the U.S. Constitution establishes a republic, and James Madison, the 


father of the Constitution, abhorred democracy. 
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And of course, the Constitution he wrote 
made that explicit as well. In Article IV, 
Section 4, the U.S. Constitution mandates 
that the United States “guarantee to every 
State in this Union a Republican Form of 
Government.” Madison was not referring 
to the GOP, obviously, but to the system 
of government based on the rule of law to 
protect individual rights. 

Beyond the Covenant of Democratic 
Nations are other schemes to replace the 
scandal-plagued UN with something else, 
often pushed, like the Concert of De- 
mocracies idea, by left-wing globalists. 
Billionaire Swedish-Hungarian investor 
Laszlo Szombatfalvy, for example, is of- 
fering $5 million in prizes to whoever can 
invent anew UN-style organization to al- 
legedly solve global problems better than 
the current scheme. “The biggest threats 
to humanity stem from the global com- 
munity’s inability to deal with them ef- 
fectively,” the Hungarian-born billionaire 
said in an interview with Swedish media. 
Szombatfalvy appears to be a fervent 
globalist, hoping the “UN 2.0” will im- 
pose a global “climate” regime and other 
radical schemes as part of what he touted 
as a new system of “global governance 
for the 21st century.” 

The globalist establishment, being pa- 
tient and clever, and trying to plan for vari- 
ous contingencies, may not seriously wish 
to abolish the UN and replace it with some 
sort of new global institution. However, 
the fact that the UN Security Council re- 
fused to go along with a few of the global- 
ists’ proposed wars may have been enough 
to push them into the idea of creating an 
additional organization that would lend 
its seal of approval to additional regime- 
change schemes. 

Additionally, if the UN becomes so dis- 
credited and delegitimized in the public 
mind that it can no longer serve its intend- 
ed ultimate purpose — described by UN 
architect and U.S. Secretary of State John 
Foster Dulles as “world government” or 
“world federation” in his 1950 book War 
or Peace — it would be prudent for the 
globalist establishment to have a “Plan 
B,” so to speak. And of course, an organ- 
ization that excluded mass-murdering 
dictatorships, unlike the UN, might have 
some additional legitimacy, at least with 
the segment of the world population still 
susceptible to globalist propaganda. Ml 
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Manipulating Minds by Managing Words 


It has long been noted that disagreements can be won by massaging the definition of 
words. Liberals repeatedly apply this lesson to influence the culture. 


by Selwyn Duke 


GG hen I use a word,” Humpty 
Dumpty said, in rather a 
scornful tone, “it means 


just what I choose it to mean — neither 
more nor less.” “The question is,” said 
Alice, “whether you can make words mean 
so many different things.” “The question 
is,” said Humpty Dumpty, “which is to be 
master — that’s all.” This passage, from 
Lewis Carroll’s book Through the Look- 
ing-Glass (1872), has been cited in at least 
250 U.S. judicial decisions (with our judg- 
es, one wonders if it was in condemnation 
of lawyers’ arguments or in justification of 
their own). But what about when language 
engineers use words to master us? 

Pining after the good ol’ days, Archie 
Bunker sang of the time when “girls were 
girls and men were men”; now using the 
word “girls” can be deemed offensive, and 
a University of Florida student had his 
grade lowered for using “man” in an essay. 
“Girls” are supposed to be women, except 
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when feminists call them “womyn” as 
they try to purge men. Then there were the 
training documents at a Lincoln, Nebraska, 
middle school advising teachers not to call 
“students ‘boys and girls’ or ‘ladies and 
gentlemen,’ but to instead use more generic 
expressions like campers, readers, athletes 
or even purple penguins,” reported Nebras- 
kaWatchdog.org in 2014. Because boys and 
girls are, you know, so yesterday. 

Of course, it’s tempting to just laugh 
this off as so much nonsense, until you re- 
alize that those pushing it are deathly seri- 
ous — and deadly to society. Oh, it’s not 
that we’ ll be universally referring to chil- 
dren as penguins anytime soon. The real- 
ity, however, is that social engineers have 
long been transforming our language and 
twisting our tongues left. Why, for exam- 
ple, do so many of us use “A frican-Ameri- 
can” instead of “black,” “underprivileged” 
and not “poor,” “gender” in place of “sex,” 
“entitlements” as opposed to “handouts,” 
and “gay” instead of “homosexual”? Why 
would we view “masculinism” as some- 


thing bizarre but accept that “feminism” 
can be a good thing? And how much does 
any of this really matter? 

It could also be pointed out that language 
always changes. A “hussy” originally was 
a housewife, a “mistress of a household”; 
now it’s a woman of disrepute. Nice once 
meant silly and silly once meant blessed 
or pious. And upon reading the line, “An. 
M.LXVI. On pyssum geare man halgode 
pet mynster zt Westmynstre on Cyl- 
damesse deg,” few today would know it’s 
Old English from the Anglo-Saxon Chron- 
icle (translation: “1066. In this year the 
monastery at Westminster was hallowed 
on Childermas day”). Why, Shakespearean 
works, now considered a tough read, are 
written in Early Modern English! 

Yet the question isn’t whether language 
changes, but when it does, why does it 
change? Is it normal, matter-of-course 
evolution, or selective breeding designed 
to create lexical Frankensteins? Is it 
democratic — let’s say, when younger 
generations began using “cool” to mean 
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Pining after the good ol days, Archie Bunker sang of 
the time when “girls were girls and men were men’; 
now using the word “girls” can be deemed offensive, 
and a University of Florida student had his grade 
lowered for using “man” in an essay. 


fashionable — or is it the handiwork of 
a Machiavellian, de facto oligarchy of 
academics? 

There are obvious examples of lan- 
guage manipulation. One often in the news 
currently is “sanctuary” city, a euphemism 
putting a happy face on lawbreaking, as 
the municipalities in question are better 
called traitorous cities. Related is the nau- 
seating practice of calling an illegal alien 
an “undocumented worker,” which is 
much like calling a rapist an undocument- 
ed husband. Then there’s abortion, which 
sometimes masquerades as “reproductive 
rights” and can be called by doctors “intact 
dilation and extraction” (Intact D&E), but 
once was termed “foeticide” or, better still, 
prenatal infanticide. 

Of course, using verbal Trojan horses is 
nothing new. “In 1946, [George] Orwell 
wrote a famous essay, ‘Politics and the 
English Language,’ that described political 
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A comely face on criminality: Calling an illegal-alien-harboring municipality a 


speech and writing as ‘largely the defense 
of the indefensible,’” wrote Religion News 
Service last year. “‘Political language has 
to consist largely of euphemism, question- 
begging and sheer cloudy vagueness,’ he 
wrote. Politicians turn to strange phrases 
in order to ‘name things without calling 
up mental pictures of them.”” It’s also used 
to create emotional distance, on a personal 
level, such as physicians referring to their 
latest D&E or innocent civilian casualties 
in war being dubbed “collateral damage.” 

Whatever the motivation, the power 
of language has long been recognized. 
Orwell wrote in his dystopian novel 
1984 that the aim of “Newspeak” (the 
prescribed language of the totalitarian 
government portrayed) was “to narrow 
the range of thought” and render dissent 
“literally impossible, because there will 
be no words in which to express it.” The 
ancient Chinese sage Confucius, stressing 
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“sanctuary city” 


is like saying that a counterfeiter is effecting monetary policy. It’s language as phony as a three- 


dollar bill. 
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the need for the “rectification of names,” 
warned that failing to call things by their 
proper names would lead to social disor- 
der because, through mislabeling, you’d 
make it impossible for people to clearly 
perceive reality. And the thesis of Stuart 
Chase’s 1959 book The Tyranny of Words 
is that the side that defines the vocabulary 
of a debate, wins the debate. 

This last point is easy to understand. 
Imagine a German culture and a French 
one vying for primacy in a certain geo- 
graphical area. If the French could con- 
vince all the Germans to speak French, 
wouldn’t they already have won at least 
half the battle? Is it any different in our 
“culture wars”? Would traditionalists have 
any chance of victory if they reflexively 
adopted the lexicon of the Left? 

Yet this is precisely what we do. Just 
consider the term “gender,” used now by 
virtually all in reference to people. Many 
today likely would agree with an Internet 
commenter I came across who, addressing 
the distinction between gender and sex, 
quite self-assuredly wrote, ““Sex’ is what 
you do; ‘gender’ is what you are.” In reality, 
though, “gender” was rarely used vis-a-vis 
people until relatively recently. Rather, its 
definition was as presented in my 1975 edi- 
tion American Heritage School Dictionary: 
“n. In grammar, one of a number of cat- 
egories, such as masculine, feminine, and 
neuter, into which words are divided.” The 
book says absolutely nothing about usage 
relating to individuals’ sex — only gram- 
matical classifications. 

Now, this word’s prominence was 
shortly followed by the prominence of 
something else: the “transgender” agenda. 
Coincidence? And what an agenda it is. 
Children are not only allowed to attend 
school as members of the opposite sex and 
use its bathrooms and locker facilities, but 
the other students may endure “sensitiv- 
ity training” to inure them to the lunacy. 
Educators often teach that “transgender- 
ism” constitutes normal human variation 
and must be respected, and sympathetic 
“transgender” characters have begun 
appearing on television. Even more un- 
believably, men claiming womanhood 
have been allowed to compete in wom- 
en’s sports (including a weightlifter with 
male pattern baldness) and often are, not 
surprisingly, trouncing the competition. 
Moreover, dare question the agenda — 
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which is wholly unscientific; “transgen- 
der” actually means Made-up Sexual Sta- 
tus (MUSS) — and you’re labeled a bigot 
or “hater.” It’s a tragic story, but perfectly 
illustrative of how to capture the culture 
by crafting the language. 

First note that the language engineers 
never claimed when co-opting “gender” 
that it was synonymous with “sex”; rather, 
while the latter is a biological distinction, 
“gender” is your perception of what you 
are, they stated. Of course, since there can 
be as many perceptions as people, it’s no 
surprise the list of “genders” grows like 
the national debt. Examples are “agender,” 
“bigender,” “gender fluid,” “pangender,” 
“two-spirit,” and “cisgender.” Be this as it 
may, “gender” has now supplanted “sex” 
in everyday speech in reference to the 
biological distinction. When addressing 
this, sources will generally, and generally 
sincerely, claim it’s due to the term “sex” 
having taken on a more “erotic quality.” 
Yet I believe this is more of a secondary 
factor, akin to how an accelerant makes a 
fire consume more quickly. 

Consider that inventions are always fol- 
lowed, and sometimes preceded, by a term 
describing them, which is how we relate 
information about their conception or ex- 
istence (images are another way). Thus 
did “air-plane” enter the English lexicon 
in 1907, “velocipede” (an early bicycle) in 
1809, and “robot” in 1923. More to the point 
here, you could believe in the existence of 
something real you witnessed without hav- 
ing a name for it — such as happened with 
the first Westerner to see an elephant or gi- 
raffe — but how can people (in large num- 
bers) believe in the wholly imaginary? 

Assigning it a name is a prerequisite. 
After all, we can have lots of ideas, but 
how do we transmit them? It would be 
impossible without words and imagery. 
Words are vehicles through which ideas 
can be explicitly transmitted. But then, 
how do you make the transmission most 
effective? Explanations and detailed de- 
scriptions are fine and have their place, but 
they’re much like the instruction manual 
for an electronic device. That’s not what 
really makes people buy something — or 
buy into it. 

For example, someone originated the 
idea of a “large hairy primate that roams the 
Western United States” (maybe after eat- 
ing some mushrooms), and now a notable 
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Mother and “gender-switching” daughter: The majority won’t believe in something imaginary 
until you make it real in language by giving it a name. “Gender” is the Jabberwock of human 


statuses: dangerous, silly, and wholly made up. 


percentage of Americans believe it’s real. 
Would this have been as likely to happen if 
the quoted description was all we had, if it 
hadn’t been branded as something, in this 
case “sasquatch” or “bigfoot”? There are 
many things people imagine and even de- 
scribe, but giving them names makes them 
real in language. “Sasquatch” certainly ex- 
ists — in our lexicon — and that’s a start. 

In business this is called “branding,” 
and associated with this is “brand iden- 
tity.” Sound familiar? 

After accepting “gender,” the “brand” 
for the imaginary phenomenon in ques- 
tion, we began hearing about “gender 
identity” — which now can be anything 
human imaginations may disgorge. 

Now question: Would any of the afore- 
mentioned cultural insanity, this now 
metastasized MUSS agenda, have be- 
come reality if we hadn’t begun applying 
“gender” (or some equivalent term) to 
people? Maybe so, but it wouldn’t have 
been nearly as easy. After all, to normal- 
ize something, it helps to lump it in with 
that which is normal. This was clearly the 
agenda early on, with the apparent goal, 
modest by today’s standards, of further 
legitimizing homosexuality. For example, 
organizers of the Fourth World Confer- 
ence on Women in Beijing in 1995 sought 
to define what could constitute a family 
and claimed it could comprise up to five 
“genders”: male heterosexual, female 


heterosexual, homosexual, lesbian, and 
bisexual (this language was ultimately 
stricken from conference documents be- 
cause of Vatican contingent protests). And 
now, a generation later, we have “cisgen- 
der.” It refers to someone whose “gender 
identity” corresponds to that person’s sex 
“assigned at birth” — a normal person, in 
other words — defined by way of “other 
words” as just one of scores of “genders.” 

So now the method to the madness is 
clear. How far would social engineers have 
gotten trying to claim, early on, that there 
are more than two sexes? Not only would 
they have been fighting accepted science, 
but it was already cemented in people’s 
minds that only two exist. But “gender,” as 
the earlier definition informs, refers to “a 
number of categories.” So where there once 
were, to quote Orwell again, “no words in 
which to express” the messy MUSS idea, 
this changed with gender’s co-option. 

Of course, manipulation via language is 
a slow process, with people’s understand- 
ings altering the neologisms’ definitions 
while being altered by them. For instance, 
a common schoolyard taunt from my 
childhood was, “You’re such a faggot!” 
which to us just meant a wimpy kid (ho- 
mosexuality wasn’t on our radar screen). 
Then this was deemed offensive, and 
“gay” became the politically correct term. 

Consequently, you heard young boys 
saying, “You’re so gay!” 
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Why, for example, do so many of us use “African- 
American’ instead of “black,” “underprivileged” and 
not “poor,” “gender” in place of “sex,” “entitlements” 
as opposed to “handouts,” and “gay” instead of 


“nomosexual”? 


Yet a transformation does occur. Con- 
sider “gender” again. As indicated ear- 
lier, the average person now considers it 
synonymous with “sex.” But the change 
here is dangerous precisely because it’s 
not revolutionary, which would be obvi- 
ous, but evolutionary. But more on this 
momentarily. First consider the findings 
of Lera Boroditsky, a University of Cali- 
fornia, San Diego professor of cognitive 
science who studies how language shapes 
thinking. In 2009, she reported at Edge.org 
on how grammatical gender, which var- 
ies with a given language, influences that 
language’s speakers: 


In one study, we asked German and 
Spanish speakers to describe objects 
having opposite gender assignment 
in those two languages. The descrip- 
tions they gave differed in a way pre- 
dicted by grammatical gender. For 
example, when asked to describe a 
“key” — a word that is masculine in 
German and feminine in Spanish — 
the German speakers were more like- 
ly to use words like “hard,” “heavy,” 
“Jagged,” “metal,” “serrated,” and 
“useful,” whereas Spanish speakers 
were more likely to say “golden,” 
“intricate,” “little,” “lovely,” “shiny,” 
and “tiny.” To describe a “bridge,” 
which is feminine in German and 
masculine in Spanish, the German 
speakers said “beautiful,” “elegant,” 
“fragile,” “peaceful,” “pretty,” and 
“slender,” and the Spanish speak- 
ers said “big,” “dangerous,” “long,” 
“strong,” “sturdy,” and “towering.” 
This was true even though all testing 
was done in English, a language with- 
out grammatical gender. The same 
pattern of results also emerged in 
entirely nonlinguistic tasks (e.g., rat- 
ing similarity between pictures). And 
we can also show that it is aspects of 
language per se that shape how peo- 
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ple think: teaching English speakers 
new grammatical gender systems 
influences mental representations of 
objects in the same way it does with 
German and Spanish speakers. Ap- 
parently even small flukes of gram- 
mar, like the seemingly arbitrary 
assignment of gender to a noun, can 
have an effect on people’s ideas of 
concrete objects in the world. 


Of course, this first just illustrates lan- 
guage’s power over thought. As for the 
matter at hand, though, one constant here 
is that conceptions of the objects were all 
shaped by a universal conception of the 
sexes, which are what define masculin- 
ity and femininity. That is, Germans and 
Spaniards viewed keys and bridges differ- 
ently because they viewed the sexes the 
same way. Yet just as how teaching new 
grammatical gender systems influences 


conceptions of objects, applying a gender 
system to people can influence the con- 
ceptions of men and women. Moreover, 
note that grammatical gender is relative 
and a social construct. So does applying 
gender to the sexes work to convince that 
that they, too, are social constructs? 

That certainly is the goal, and the lan- 
guage facilitates it. This brings us back to 
that transformation. Here’s the process: 

1. Start the rebranding by introducing 
the new term, “gender,” along with the 
concepts behind it. While the term and 
concepts will be embraced by the pseudo- 
elites quickly, only the term will rapidly 
take hold among the general population. 
The concepts will seep in incrementally. 

2. As to the concepts, first say to people, 
“Yes, sex exists, of course, but there’s also 
the ‘perception of what you are’ — gen- 
der.” This is the aforementioned biologi- 
cal/psychological-self-image distinction. 

3. Once this gains acceptance, the next 
step is to discredit the biological distinc- 
tion altogether and eliminate it as perceived 
reality, leaving only “gender.” This is ac- 
complished largely via pseudo-science and 
specious interpretations that characterize 
abnormalities (e.g., hermaphroditism) as 
indicating that what was viewed as male 
and female is “merely a continuum.” 

The end of this transition — sex, to sex 
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To say it ain’t so: Once confined almost exclusively to grammar, “gender” was applied to people 
by pseudo-elites and then accepted by the masses. Now you can claim any one of scores of 
“genders” and be applauded, but not oppose the notion without being derided. 
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plus gender, to gender minus sex, leav- 
ing only gender — is already evident. For 
example, University of Toronto historian 
Nick Matte pronounced last year that “it’s 
not correct that there is such a thing as 
biological sex.” Then there is a new play, 
that’s designed “for ages 6-10” and was re- 
cently touring schools (4/10 through 5/15), 
about a cross-dressing eight-year-old boy 
entitled Boys, Girls, and Other Mythologi- 
cal Creatures. So reality is imaginary, you 
see, and the imaginary is reality. 

Of course, whether this agenda can be 
brought to full fruition remains unclear. 
Convincing all and sundry that sexes don’t 
exist would be quite a coup, and more 
likely is that Western civilization will col- 
lapse due to such social re-engineering. 
To paraphrase economist Herb Stein, “If 
something can’t go on, it won’t.” 

In the meantime, let’s do our part by 
bucking the language engineers and 
guarding our tongues. Here’s a short list 
to consider: 

* Climate skeptics: It certainly sounds 
better than “deniers,” but we who doubt 
the anthropogenic-climate-change scam 
should call ourselves “realists.” After all, 
that we’re right should be reflected in our 
language. The other side comprises de- 
niers — of science and reason. 

« “Poor” vs. “disadvantaged” or “under- 
privileged”: Always be suspicious when 
people substitute a four or five-syllable 
word for a simple monosyllable. “Poor” is 
merely an adjective describing economic 
state, yet “privilege” and “disadvantage” 
can be verbs, which denote action. And 
action implies an actor. Now, if some ex- 
ternal agency “privileged” some and “dis- 
advantaged” others, not only is people’s 
success not attributable to their own ef- 
fort, but it’s also very unfair. That outside 
agency then has an obligation to balance 
the scales via income redistribution. 

¢ “Gay marriage”: If it’s homosexual, it 
ain’t gay or marriage. Using this term is 
tacit acknowledgment that such an insti- 
tution exists. Moreover, “traditional mar- 
riage” sends the same message, for what is 
the other side of that coin? 

Call the same-sex coupling in question 
“faux marriage” if you must address it, but 
be clear that there is only “marriage” — 
period — and it involves one man and one 
woman. 

« “Black” vs. “African-American”: 
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Making the fictitious real: To say “| don’t believe in ‘gay marriage’” was to already lose half the 
battle; it’s a tacit acknowledgment the institution exists. The response should have been, “There’s 
no such thing as ‘gay marriage,’ so there’s nothing for state governments to recognize.” 


Many terms have been used to identify 
black people, some pejorative, some not 
so. But one thing they all shared was they 
referred only to racial characteristics, not 
geographical area of origin. “African- 
American,” however, partially shifts the 
focus away from our homeland and to- 
ward a different part of the world. It thus 
serves to further divide and alienate blacks 
from America. 

The term is also very imprecise when 
read literally. If I’m an Afrikaner or an 
Arab North African (both classified as 
Caucasian) who has immigrated to our 
nation and been naturalized, am I an “Af- 
rican-American’’? 

¢ Avoid inclusive language: It’s not just 
nauseating formulations such as “snow- 
person,” “chairperson,” “humankind” 
and other terms reflecting hang-ups, but 
also the all-too-common “he or she.” 
Note that terms such as “he” and “man” 
(when used generically) and “chair- 
man” are already inclusive in that they 
can refer to both sexes. 

This obsession with demasculinizing 
the language reflects the nonsensical idea 
that the sexes should be treated identically, 
which no one actually believes (should we 
eliminate women’s sports?). For that matter, 
it reflects the desire to eliminate the mascu- 
line and feminine, in language and people; it 
thus leads to ever-greater lunacy, such as so- 
called “gender-neutral” pronouns, examples 
being “ze,” “hir,” “mer,” and “‘zir.” 


¢ “Virtues” vs. “values”: George Wash- 
ington had values. So did Hitler. Saying 
“You need values” is like a nutritionist 
saying “You need food.” Virtues are good 
by definition and reflect Truth (an abso- 
lute); values are the stuff of atheism/rela- 
tivism and include the good, the bad, and 
the ugly. 

¢ Vulgarity: Ignoring that it was main- 
streamed by the Left and again proving 
that conservatives never saw a culture- 
war battle they couldn’t lose, even right- 
ist publications now sometimes use words 
such as a** and s***storm. Philosopher 
Edmund Burke warned that “intemperate 
minds cannot be free.” Is a coarse society 
fertile ground for the cultivation of tem- 
perate people who can be? 

Tragically, most don’t buck language 
fashions because they’re, well, fashion- 
able. Often originated on college campuses, 
they’ re spread by media and entertainment 
types who fancy academics sophisticated. 
They’ re then parroted by the general popu- 
lation because people are social beings 
and, hey, “gender” sounds so much more 
intellectual than “sex.” Who wants to be a 
knuckle-dragging, one-syllable simpleton? 
Intellectual pride is the Devil’s ploy. 

A good rule of thumb is that if you’re 
not speaking like your great-grandfather, 
you’re probably doing something wrong 
— maybe like being a Humpty Dumpty 
and creating a through-the-looking-glass 
civilization. Hi 
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Should One Man 
Decide When to 
Take the Nation to War? 


With a barrage of 59 Tomahawk cruise mis- 
siles targeting a Syrian air base, President 
Donald Trump has now joined the long list 
of modern presidents willing to commit 
acts of war without consulting Congress. 
Like many of his recent predecessors, 
President Trump cited authority granted 
him by the War Powers Resolution of 1973 
(also known as the War Powers Act), which 
allows the president to send U.S. military 
forces into combat, provided he notifies 
Congress within 48 hours of the action 
and withdraws troops from combat after 
60 days unless Congress approves an ex- 
tension. This act was allegedly intended to 
curtail the president’s power to commit the 
U.S. military to war without congressional 
authorization following unrestrained presi- 
dential military action in Korea and Viet- 
nam without congressional authorization. 
But since the passage of the War Powers 
Act, U.S. presidents have been more, not 
less, inclined to commit the nation to war 
without congressional approval. Such has 
been the case in the various Balkan conflicts 
in the 1990s, numerous military actions in 
the Middle East since the Persian Gulf War, 
two invasions of Haiti, the 1980s attacks on 
Libya and invasions of Grenada and Pana- 
ma, and countless other smaller incidents. 
For larger wars, such as the Persian Gulf 
War and the Iraq War, presidents have taken 
to citing international authority such as UN 
Security Council resolutions as their ulti- 
mate justification for waging war; in this, 
they essentially adopted the reasoning of 
President Harry Truman, the first U.S. presi- 
dent to send U.S. forces into war without 
a congressional declaration, who cited UN 
authority in committing the United States to 
a “police action” on the Korean Peninsula. 
But what are the constitutional limits 
on the president’s war powers? And how 
do they square with the actions of recent 
presidents, including President Trump? 
Constitutionally speaking, the War Pow- 
ers Act is entirely superfluous, an attempt to 
legalize extra-constitutional war powers on 
the part of the executive. The U.S. Constitu- 
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tion is crystal clear on the roles of both the 
president and Congress: Congress has the 
power to declare war, to “raise and support 
armies,” to “provide and maintain a navy,” 
and to “make rules for the government and 
regulation of the land and naval forces.” 
Additionally, Congress is given the power 
to raise, organize, arm, and discipline the 
militia. In other words, per the Constitu- 
tion, Congress is given almost all authority 
over the U.S. Armed Forces, including the 
power to fund and regulate them, as well as 
to commit them to combat. 

By contrast, the president is given only 
the authority to be “Commander in Chief 
of the army and navy of the United States, 
and of the militia of the several states, 
when called into the actual service of the 
United States.” 

It is often assumed that the president’s 
role as Commander in Chief of the armed 
forces constitutes a writ of authority to 
send U.S. forces into battle, as long as the 
engagement is of limited duration and nar- 
row objectives. But waging war according 
to executive whim is the prerogative of a 
monarch, not a president, as Alexander 
Hamilton, in the Federalist, No. 69, was 
careful to explain: 


The President is to be commander- 
in-chief of the army and navy of the 
United States. In this respect his au- 
thority would be nominally the same 
with that of the king of Great Britain, 
but in substance much inferior to it. It 
would amount to nothing more than 
the supreme command and direction 
of the military and naval forces, as 
first General and admiral of the Con- 
federacy; while that of the British 
king extends to the declaring of war 
and to the raising and regulating of 
fleets and armies — all which, by the 
Constitution under consideration, 
would appertain to the legislature. 


In other words, the normal mechanism for 
waging war under the Constitution was 
to be a congressional declaration of war. 
Traditionally, a declaration of war served 
a number of purposes, including putting 
all other sovereign nations on notice that 


a state of war exists, and that aid to an 
enemy power might be construed as a hos- 
tile action. A declaration also in effect put 
a nation’s own citizens on legal notice that 
they could no longer travel to or engage in 
commercial or other forms of intercourse 
with a hostile power or its citizens. 

But since the end of World War II, dec- 
larations of war have become almost un- 
known, not only in the United States but 
across the world. This is because under 
the UN system, declarations of war are 
deemed obsolete exercises of military sov- 
ereignty. Instead, war must be authorized 
by a UN resolution. This is why President 
Truman ignored Congress in committing 
the United States to the Korean War. 

The modern UN system, then, requires 
only that a government, in the person of its 
chief executive (in our case, the president), 
secure authority from the UN before going 
to war. Congress is completely cut out of 
the picture. In recent years, the authority 
of NATO (a UN subsidiary) has also been 
used to justify acts of war, as with Presi- 
dent Obama’s recent war on Libya. In that 
conflict, the Obama administration did not 
even seek the watered-down congressional 
authorization required by the War Powers 
Act, and was eventually cited for contempt 
of Congress. 

The reason the United States has aban- 
doned the congressional declaration of 
war is our membership in the United Na- 
tions and international military alliances 
such as NATO. As a result, we now have 
presidents waging war at their pleasure, 
exactly like the monarchs of the British 
Empire. Absent a United Nations, the War 
Powers Act would be completely unneces- 
sary, since the U.S. Constitution already 
imposes robust limits on presidential war 
powers. And even with the UN, the War 
Powers Act only reinforces the falsehood 
that the president has the authority to com- 
mit the United States to war. 

The Founders understood that the 
power to wage war should never reside in 
a single person. Only by quitting the UN 
and restoring to Congress its constitutional 
war powers will the plague of undeclared 
presidential wars come to an end. Hf 

— CHARLES SCALIGER 
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DVD REVIEW 


Democrats 


& COMMUNISTS | 


Researcher, author, and now filmmaker Trevor Loudon 
shows how intertwined the Democratic Party is with 
avowed communists and Islamic extremists. 


by Christian Gomez 


ould your congressman pass an FBI 
( security check? That’s the question 

anti-communist researcher, author, 
and now filmmaker Trevor Loudon from 
New Zealand poses in his documentary 
Enemies Within. Based upon his second 
book, The Enemies Within: Communists, 
Socialists and Progressives in the U.S. 
Congress, Loudon’s film exposes the far- 
left and outright communist connections, 
as well as radical Islamic ties, of numerous 
Democratic members of Congress. 

“The year was 1984,” Loudon recounts 
at the start of the film, “Ronald Reagan 
had decided to seek a second term, Carl 
Lewis set a world record for the indoor 
long jump, and in my home country of 
New Zealand our socialist Labour govern- 
ment had destroyed our military alliance 
with the United States — they decided to 
ban nuclear warships from our harbors.” 
This decision by the left-wing Labour 
Party government of then-Prime Minister 
David Lange prompted Loudon to begin 
researching New Zealand’s mellowing 
anti-communism and its embrace of poli- 
cies favorable to the USSR. Loudon met 
and interviewed security experts and even 
former New Zealand communist spies. 
He discovered that his country’s national 
security had been betrayed by enemies 
within. This discovery further prompted 
Loudon to 20 years of research into com- 
munism and drew him inevitably to com- 
munism’s number-one target — the Unit- 
ed States of America. “The underside of 
American politics became my new focus,” 
Loudon states. 

Loudon’s research took him across the 
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United States, scouring archives of docu- 
ments on communism — including docu- 
ments of various Democratic members 
of Congress, back issues of the Peoples 
World newspaper, and Communist Party 
documents painstakingly assembled by 
the anti-communist John Birch Society 
— and the libraries of American universi- 
ties. He started sharing his findings with 
anyone willing to listen. “As I continued 
my research, I was shocked to find that the 
same underground culture that had infil- 
trated and reshaped New Zealand was also 
infiltrating every American institution.” 

Motivated by gratitude for the sacrifice 
of American servicemen during World 
War II in protecting New Zealand from 
the onslaught of Imperial Japan and also 
by the belief that if freedom fails in the 
United States, the world’s villainous pow- 
ers — Russia, China, Iran, and their Marx- 
ist-Leninist allies around the world — will 
carve out and conquer the world, Loudon 
has produced this film with the hope that 
it will help expose and ultimately defeat 
what he calls the “enemies within.” 


False-flag Collapse 

To many, the fall of the Berlin Wall in 1989 
meant the end of communism and the col- 
lapse of the USSR as an international glob- 
al terror. However, in reality, as Loudon 
contends, the fall of the wall only brought 
about the perception of the fall of commu- 
nism as a threat to the West. “The collapse 
of the Soviet Union has actually advanced 
the communist cause around the world,” 
Loudon states in the film, to which New 
York City radio personality and Marxist- 
Leninist expert “Jimmy from Brooklyn,” 
whom Loudon interviews in the film, re- 


plies, “Collapse is part of their attack.” 

Overnight, once-hardcore Marxist-Len- 
inists became “progressives” and “demo- 
cratic socialists,” essentially communists 
with a softer face but still secretly aspir- 
ing toward their same old ambitious and 
deadly goals. 

The idea of an outright militant work- 
ers’ revolution was replaced with gradual 
infiltration and internal subversion as the 
primary strategy to advance Marxism- 
Leninism. Communists began to use the 
very Western democratic institutions that 
they previously sought to destroy as their 
main instrument to carry out and imple- 
ment their desired changes. This new 
enemy would come not from Moscow but 
from within, penetrating the highest levels 
of the U.S. government, both in the White 
House and the Congress. 


Bolshevik Bernie 

One notable example Loudon unravels is 
2016 Democratic presidential candidate 
and U.S. Senator Bernie Sanders of Ver- 
mont. On the surface, Sanders is a self- 
proclaimed “democratic socialist” who pur- 
ports to want the United States to resemble 
Scandinavian socialist states such as Swe- 
den, Denmark, and Norway. Instead, Loud- 
on contends Sanders is a liar and a com- 
munist. In an old video clip, dated August 
8, 1985, Sanders is seen openly defending 
the lack of food in communist dictatorships 
such as the Soviet Union and Cuba. “Some- 
times American journalists talk about how 
bad a country is because people are lining 
up for food — that’s a good thing! In other 
countries people don’t line up for food, 
the rich get the food and the poor starve to 
death,” Sanders said. 
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Overnight, once-hardcore Marxist-Leninists became 
“progressives” and “democratic socialists,” essentially 
communists with a softer face but still secretly aspiring 
toward their same old ambitious and deadly goals. 


In 2014, Senator Sanders endorsed Jess 
“Chuy” Garcia, a Cook County commis- 
sioner and longtime supporter of the Com- 
munist Party USA, for mayor of Chicago. 
During his endorsement, Sanders spoke 
alongside his good friend Scott Marshall, 
a leader of the Chicago Communist Party 
and vice chairman of the Communist Party 
USA (CPUSA). In fact, as Loudon reveals, 
Sanders got his start in radical communist 
circles in the early 1960s as a student at the 
University of Chicago, where he joined the 
Young People’s Socialist League (YPSL), 
which is the “democratic socialist” youth 
wing of the Socialist Party USA. While in 
Chicago, Sanders briefly worked for the 
then-Communist Party-controlled 
United Packinghouse Workers of 
America labor union. 

By 1972, Sanders had moved to 
Vermont, where he was active in the 
far-left Liberty Union Party. In 1980, 
Sanders personally endorsed the pres- 
idential campaign of Andrew Pulley 
of the staunchly Leninist and pro-Cas- 
troite Socialist Workers Party (SWP). 
At the time, the SWP was the Ameri- 
can wing of the Trotskyite Fourth In- 
ternational, which was secretly con- 
trolled by the Soviet KGB. In 1985, 
while mayor of Burlington, Vermont, 
Sanders visited Nicaragua to celebrate 
the sixth anniversary of the country’s 
takeover by the brutal and militantly 
Marxist Sandinista National Libera- 
tion Front (FSLN; Spanish acronym 
for Frente Sandinista de Liberacion 
Nacional) led by Cuban-backed and 
pro-Castro leader Daniel Ortega. 

It should be noted that the KGB re- 
cruited Carlos Fonseca Amador, one 
of FSLN’s three co-founders, during 
a trip to Moscow in 1959 as part of 
then-KGB chairman Alexander She- 
lepin’s “grand strategy” of utilizing 
national liberation movements to 
advance the Soviet Union’s foreign 
policy objectives of fomenting anti- 
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government Marxist revolutions in order 
to install pro-Soviet communist regimes in 
power throughout the Third World. 

In 1988, Sanders and his new bride, 
Jane O’Meara Sanders, honeymooned in 
the Soviet Union, which, despite its dip- 
lomatic arms-reduction agreements on 
intermediate-range nuclear forces with 
the Reagan administration, remained mili- 
tarily and ideologically at odds with the 
United States. During his visit, Sanders 
successfully negotiated to make the city of 
Yaroslavl (located 160 miles northeast of 
Moscow) a sister city to Burlington. The 
following year Sanders traveled to Cuba, 
where he attempted to meet communist 
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Goal — install socialism: Before becoming a U.S. 
senator, then-Representative Bernie Sanders (I-Vt.) 
founded the House Progressive Caucus. 


dictator Fidel Castro, whom he had previ- 
ously praised in an interview in 1985. 

During his first congressional race in 
1990, Sanders was personally endorsed 
by journalist icon and longtime supporter 
of the Democratic Socialists of America 
(DSA) LF. Stone. Stone praised Sanders 
for his “pragmatic socialism.” Stone was 
later identified as a paid Soviet spy. As for 
the DSA, it is a member of the Socialist 
International (SI), a worldwide association 
of socialist and communist parties whose 
murderous regimes include the ANC (Af- 
rican National Congress) government in 
South Africa, the Fatah (formerly the Pal- 
estinian National Liberation Movement) 
government in Palestine, and the FSLN in 
Nicaragua. 

For more than 30 years, Sanders has 
worked with the DSA. While in the 
House of Representatives, Bernie found- 
ed the House Progressive Caucus, which 
is now 80-members strong in the House 
and serves as a reliable voting bloc for the 
DSA. DSA members not only campaigned 
for Sanders’ runs for the House 
and Senate, they also served as the 
backbone of his 2016 presidential 
campaign. Labor for Bernie and 
People for Bernie were run by DSA 
comrades Rand Wilson and Charles 
Lenchner, respectively. 


The Commiecrat Party 
“DSA’s closest ally in the take- 
over of the Democratic Party is the 
smaller but highly influential Com- 
munist Party USA,” Loudon states 
in the film. Marvin Treiger, a former 
CPUSA youth leader, recalls in the 
film how he and another comrade 
met with Congressman Howard 
Berman (D-Calif.) to give him their 
demands and ask him to include the 
dictates in his program. In exchange, 
they would provide Congressman 
Berman with campaign workers to 
knock on doors and help him get re- 
elected. When Loudon asks Treiger 
whether Berman knew they were 
Communist Party members, Treiger 
confirmed that Berman knew. 
According to Treiger, it was acom- 
mon practice for Communist Party 
members to approach Democratic 
congressmen and make demands 
in exchange for campaign work- 
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ers to help them get elected or reelected. 
Treiger also revealed that the CPUSA 
targeted and infiltrated certain organiza- 
tions that carried considerable sway over 
the Democratic Party, such as Americans 
for Democratic Action (ADA), which is a 
large, high-pressure lobbying group with- 
in the Democratic Party in southern Cali- 
fornia. CPUSA members were very active 
in shaping policies within the ADA, which 
in turn would help shape the policies of 
the Democratic Party nationwide. 

Once the home of staunch anti-commu- 
nists such as Congressman Martin Dies of 
the House Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee (HUAC); Senator Pat McCarran, 
the principal sponsor of the Subversive 
Activities Control Act of 1950; and even 
the late Congressman Larry McDonald, 
the founder of the anti-communist Western 
Goals Foundation and former chairman of 
The John Birch Society, now the Demo- 
cratic Party has been infiltrated by commu- 
nists and serves as their primary vehicle to 
advance Marxism-Leninism from within. 

“The Communist Party USA has influ- 
ence and control over many members of 
your Congress,” Loudon states in the film. 
He proceeds to name key Democratic law- 
makers in the House and Senate who are 
aided by members of the CPUSA, and in- 
cludes the names of those CPUSA opera- 
tives. For example, in the state of Wash- 
ington, Tim Wheeler, a longtime staff 
writer and national political correspon- 
dent for People’s World and a leader of 
the Communist Party, openly campaigned 
to elect Senator Patty Murray, a longtime 
favorite of the Communist Party. 

In Ohio, Rick Nagen, the labor and poli- 
tics correspondent for People’s World and 
a leader in the Communist Party, has run 
numerous times for office as a Democrat 
and has worked closely with former Con- 
gressman Dennis Kucinich (D-Ohio). In 
Minnesota, Mark Froemke, an influential 
leading member of the both the Minneso- 
ta and North Dakota Communist Parties 
USA, has extensive ties to Democratic 
U.S. Senators Amy Klobuchar and Al 
Franken, as well as Governor Mark Day- 
ton. In California, the Communist Party 
USA is very close to Democratic Con- 
gresswoman Barbara Lee, who has visited 
Cuba more than 20 times. In Mississippi, 
Congressman Bennie Thompson, a top- 
ranking Democrat on the Homeland Secu- 
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Whose interest do they serve? Congressmen Keith Ellison (D-Minn.) and André Carson (D-Ind.) 
have extensive ties with Muslim Brotherhood front groups such as the Council on American- 
Islamic Relations (CAIR) and the Islamic Society of North America (ISNA). 


rity Committee, has worked with several 
CPUSA-controlled front organizations. 
Loudon also exposes Democratic mem- 
bers of the Armed Services Committee 
who have extensive ties with the CPUSA. 

Loudon’s film further delves into the 
Democratic Party’s extensive ties with 
Communist Party-backed leaders in Latin 
America and European socialists and 
“ex”’-communists, as well as former Sovi- 
et-front organizations such as the Council 
for a Livable World. 


Islamist Infiltration 

Loudon devotes the same level of detail and 
research into highlighting the various radi- 
cal Islamic ties with Democratic lawmak- 
ers, such as Congressmen Keith Ellison of 
Minnesota and André Carson of Indiana. 
Loudon further reveals what he calls the 
“Red-Green Axis” of Muslims and Marxists 
working side-by-side to subvert and destroy 
the United States from within. In the same 
manner in which the Soviet Union/Russian 
Federation and Communist China openly 
collaborate with the Islamic Republic of 
Iran internationally, domestic communists 
and socialists in the United States likewise 
work hand-in-hand with American Muslims 
and Islamic organizations such as the Coun- 
cil on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR) 
and the Islamic Society of North America 
(ISNA), which Loudon identifies as being 
fronts for the Muslim Brotherhood. As 
Loudon further details in the film, these two 
seemingly opposing groups are united by 
their common hatred of America and their 
desire to weaken it militarily from within. 


Connecting the Dots 

While the film is jam-packed with im- 
portant and shocking information that is 
unknown to most, and might come across 
as overwhelming to those who are not po- 
litically astute, it unfortunately falls short 
of fully connecting the dots and reveal- 
ing what lies behind the Muslim-Marxist 
axis — not just internationally with Mos- 
cow, Beijing, and Havana in promoting 
communism and international terrorism 
abroad, but also its connections to the 
Western global elites. Regarding the lat- 
ter, Congressman Larry McDonald (D- 
Ga.) once said, 


The drive of the Rockefellers and their 
allies is to create a one-world govern- 
ment, combining super-capitalism 
and Communism under the same tent, 
all under their control.... Do I mean 
conspiracy? Yes I do. I am convinced 
there is such a plot, international in 
scope, generations old in planning, 
and incredibly evil in intent. 


Perhaps this could be the subject of a fu- 
ture film project for Loudon, exposing the 
forces behind the enemies within. Never- 
theless, the film will certainly whet your 
appetite to learn more about the subversive 
nature and threat of communism and what 
lies behind it. No concerned citizen should 
go without watching this film; it contains 
a wealth of information that needs to be 
brought to light in order to expose and ul- 
timately expel the enemies within. 

To order this DVD, see page 45. 
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Get By With a Little 
Help From My Friends 


Firefighters are regularly regarded as 
heroic, but what firefighters in New 
Britain, Connecticut, did for one of their 
fellow fighters proves they are not just 
brave but kind. 

Firefighter Scott Johnson of the City of 
New Britain Fire Department is fighting 
for his life to stop his stage 4 colorectal 
cancer, which has already spread to his 
liver. As he prepares for a long and dif- 
ficult battle, Johnson’s colleagues banded 
together to do something that would make 
Johnson’s fight just a little easier. They 
pooled together their sick days and do- 
nated them to Johnson. 

The Hartford Courant reported that 
Johnson returned to full duty at the fire- 
house in May after spending almost a 
year on light duty. However, his treatment 
is going to be aggressive, involving time- 
release chemotherapy, and he will need all 
the sick days he can get. 

To help pay for the cost of Johnson’s 
care, the firemen have also hosted numer- 
ous fundraisers, including an upcoming 
June 4 pasta dinner. They also donated to 
an online fundraiser, which raised over 
$3,000. 

Firefighters from the department also 
painted Johnson’s house and installed cen- 
tral air conditioning to make the summers 
a bit more comfortable. 

The outpouring of support from the 
community has been overwhelming, says 
Johnson. “We’ve gotten so much support,” 
he said. “It means so much. It would be so 
much harder if we didn’t have so many 
people helping.” 

T-shirt sales and other campaigns have 
raised $11,000 for Fight Colorectal Can- 
cer, and a GoFundMe page has raised 
more than $23,000. 

Others have donated frequent-flier 
miles for the necessary trips to the Block 
Center in Skokie, Illinois, where Johnson 
will receive his treatments. 

Johnson and his wife say that their faith 
is giving them strength to get through 
these tough times. The show of generosity 
from the department and the community 
has surely helped. 
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Twice in 24 Hours 


Steve Smith was driving in his vehicle 
when he saw some people in need. Not 
only did he stop to help them, but he re- 
turned the next day to give even more aid. 

Don Austin had had his leg amputated 
below the knee, and after a long hospital 
recovery, he was finally able to return to 
his home in April. It did not occur to him 
that he would struggle to make it up the 
concrete stairs in front of his house until 
he and his wife made the effort. It was then 
that Smith happened by. 

Smith reportedly picked up Austin in 
his arms and carried him into the house, 
where he set him on the couch. 

Austin’s wife, Jennifer, said that even 
with that one action they were already 
grateful for Smith’s intervention, but then 
they were even more touched when Smith 
returned the next day to build a ramp for 
the Austins’ home. 

“This stranger saved the day for us 
twice within 24 hours. He also bright- 
ened our spirits that had become in- 
creasingly dimmed over the difficult 
months,” added Jennifer. “Like a breath 
of fresh air he is, and there is a sense of 
optimism back in our home because of his 
kindness. This stranger is now a friend.” 


Call 911 — or UPS? 


It takes a lot of guts to run toward a burn- 
ing building. Fortunately for the Laven- 
der family, UPS driver Paul Pereira had 
plenty! 

Pereira was on his route in Haverhill, 
Massachusetts, on April 10 when he no- 
ticed smoke billowing from the porch of 
a nearby household. He saw neighbors 
idling outside watching the scene and 
capturing videos of the blaze on their cell- 
phones and decided that he would take 
action. 

He began to bang on the door in an 
effort to alert the residents inside. As it 
turns out, the entire family — Brian Lav- 
ender, his wife, and daughters — were all 
upstairs when the fire started but did not 
know their home was ablaze. They as- 
sumed the smell was coming from their 
neighbor’s barbecue. 

The Daily Mail reported that Pereira 
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grabbed a hose and began putting out the 
fire. In fact, he did such a good job that the 
worst of the fire was extinguished by the 
time firefighters arrived. 

Video footage shows the family coming 
out of the house, and Pereira rushing them 
to safety. 

According to Pereira, he didn’t quite 
know how serious the fire was at the time 
because he was focused on doing what he 
could. It was not until he saw video foot- 
age of his heroics that he realized just how 
much danger he was in. “I didn’t realize 
how big the flames were until I saw the 
video myself,” he said. 

The Lavender family credits Pereira 
with not only saving them but saving their 
house. Tracy Lavender said, “If it wasn’t 
for him, I think the house would have been 
totaled.” 


“Serve and Protect” 


Police officers are often known for their 
heroic actions, typically while on duty, 
but a police officer at the Milton Police 
Department in Wisconsin has taken hero- 
ism to a whole new level by donating a 
kidney to an eight-year-old boy she hard- 
ly knew. 

Lindsey Bittorf happened upon a Face- 
book post by Kristi Goll in Janesville, Wis- 
consin, about her son, Jackson, in which 
Goll pleads for potential kidney donors. 

“Social media has the ability to go a 
long ways, and Jackson’s transplant social 
worker assured me of this,” she wrote. 
“Please help me get the word out and 
please contact me if you would be inter- 
ested in being a living kidney donor. This 
would be the very best gift we could re- 
ceive.” 

According to Sunny Skyz, despite hav- 
ing never met Jackson, Bittorf was moved. 
She got tested and learned she was a very 
good match for Jackson. In early May, she 
surprised the family with the good news. 

WISN reports that Bittorf told the boy, 
“TI took an oath to serve and protect our 
community, and now my kidney’s going 
to serve and protect you.” 

The transplant surgery is scheduled for 
June 22, ABC News reported. Mf 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Freedom Index 
Voting Records 1999-2016: 


The index you’ve used to track 
whether your congressman is 
voting according to the Constituti 
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The ON Founding and Founders 


Most people believe that the United Nations was started with the high ideal of 
preventing war, but it was started as a seed that could be grown into world government. 


by William F. Jasper 


n April 25, 1945, an extraor- 
@) dinary gathering of politicians 

and diplomats from 46 nations 
convened in San Francisco. Over the next 
two months, they completed the formal 
negotiations for a project that had been 
under way (both secretly and publicly) 
for several years. Their project, ostensi- 
bly, envisioned a world organization that 
would put an end to war. The Second 
World War was all but over. The German 
army was in retreat everywhere, and on 
April 27, Berlin was completely encircled. 
Italian dictator Benito Mussolini was cap- 
tured on April 28 and summarily shot and 
hanged in Milan. Adolf Hitler and his 
longtime mistress, Eva Braun, committed 
suicide on April 30. On May 8, Germany 
unconditionally surrendered and Victory 
in Europe, V-E Day, was declared. 

Fierce fighting continued to rage in 
the Pacific as the “peace conference” got 
under way in San Francisco, but Japan 
was also in retreat. Victory over Japan 
(V-J Day) was declared on August 14, fol- 
lowing the dropping of atomic bombs on 
Hiroshima (August 6) and Nagasaki (Au- 
gust 9). 

The war’s devastation had left much of 
Europe in ruins. Millions of soldiers, sail- 
ors, airmen, and civilians had been killed. 
Millions more were sick and wounded. 
There were millions of homeless refu- 
gees. Across Asia, the carnage of war had 
likewise cut an incredible swath of human 
desolation and economic destruction. 

Amid the jubilant celebrations of V-E 
Day/V-J Day and the somber reflections 
on colossal war-born misery, thinking 
people of humane conscience everywhere 
were asking questions and looking for an- 
swers. How did this happen? Why all the 
needless death and destruction? If another 
war were to break out — one utilizing the 
terrifying new power of atomic weapons 
— could humanity even survive? Is there 
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UN launch: Delegates to the United Nations Charter conference listen to U.S. 


resident Harry 


Truman, whose radio address opened the First Plenary Session of the parley in San Francisco on 


April 25, 1945. 


no way to put an end to war? Could some- 
thing like the failed League of Nations, or 
some other proposal for “collective secu- 
rity,” have prevented World War II? Must 
we not strive mightily, think differently, 
and take extraordinary measures to avert 
any possibility of a World War III? 

For hope and answers, the attention of 
our troubled world was directed toward 
the “noble undertaking” on America’s 
west coast. A front-page story on the San 
Francisco conference in the New York 
Times for April 24 carried the headline “46 
Nations Ready to Organize Peace.” 

The subhead for the story, referring to 
U.S. Secretary of State Edward R. Stetti- 
nius, read: “Stettinius, Arriving for Open- 
ing Today, Sets Keynote for Forming 
World Agency.” 

“Now the deepest hope and highest 
purpose of all mankind — enduring peace 
— is here committed to our hands,” Sec- 
retary Stettinius told the august assem- 
blage. “With that image of the aspiration 
of mankind before us, with the conviction 
that the work we have to do is good and 
that our purpose can be brought to pass, 


let us unite with confidence and hope in 
our common labor.” 

The conference that Secretary Stettin- 
ius addressed was, of course, the Charter 
Conference of the United Nations, regard- 
ed as the founding gathering of the world 
body. For two months — April 25-June 
26 — representatives of 50 nations, four 
of which were invited after the conference 
began, debated and negotiated relatively 
inconsequential details of two foundation- 
al documents that had already been written 
and presented to them: the United Nations 
Charter and the Statute of the International 
Court of Justice. (There were to have been 
51 nations at the conference, but the Pol- 
ish contingent was unable to attend be- 
cause the Soviet Union and its communist 
puppets in Poland were making a freely 
elected, democratic government — which 
Stalin agreed to at the Yalta Conference 
— impossible.) 

In the seven decades since that United 
Nations Charter Conference, countless 
editorials, textbooks, and speeches have 
reverentially extolled the virtuous “aspi- 
rations,” “vision,” and “ideals” of the UN 
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founders. Even many conservatives who 
detest the UN because they recognize it 
to be a corrupt and murderous dictators 
club nevertheless feel compelled to genu- 
flect in homage to the men whose “noble 
ideals” supposedly guided the framing 
of the world body. After all, the UN is 
“Mankind’s last, best hope for peace,” 
is it not? And who could be opposed to 
world peace? 

It is our purpose here to show that, con- 
trary to popular myth, the UN was never 
intended to be a “peace organization.” It 
was intended from the beginning to be the 
nascent organization that would be used in- 
crementally — year by year, step by step — 
to create an all-powerful world government. 

John Foster Dulles, one of the behind- 
the-scenes UN architects (and, subse- 
quently, President Truman’s secretary of 
state) underscored this developmental 
nature of the UN in his 1950 book War 
or Peace, in which he wrote: “The United 
Nations represents not a final stage in the 
development of world order, but only a 
primitive stage. Therefore its primary task 
is to create the conditions which will make 
possible a more highly developed organi- 
zation.” Dulles, who was a founder of the 
Council on Foreign Relations and an avid 
world-government devotee, also wrote, 
in the same book, “I have never seen 
any proposal for collective security with 
‘teeth’ in it, or for ‘world government’ or 
for ‘world federation,’ which could not be 
carried out either by the United Nations 
or under the United Nations Charter.” It is 
important to note that Dulles, a top politi- 
cal and financial insider, was stating this 
claim not as a criticism, but as an endorse- 
ment of the UN. 

The deplorable record of the UN over 
the past 72 years is not due to the organiza- 
tion’s failure to follow the exalted aims at- 
tributed to its framers; it has followed, and 
is following, precisely the trajectory of 
those who designed it. As we detail below, 
the UN founders were a motley collection 
of globalists, socialists, and communists 
who shared a vision of global, centralized 
collectivism, with all of humanity and all 
human activity ruled by an oligarchical 
elite. Thus, one has fallen into a danger- 
ous trap if he proposes, as many do today, 
to “reform” the UN, to bring it back in line 
with the vision of its founders, as if doing 
so would render it benign. 
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Founding push: Alger Hiss (left), secretary-general of the UN 
Charter Conference, shakes hands with President Harry S. Truman 
on June 26, 1945 at the San Francisco meeting where Truman 
delivered a UN promotional speech. At right is Secretary of State 


Edward Stettinius. 


The House That Hiss Built 


The official UN website says regarding the 
glittering San Francisco confab: “There 
were 850 delegates, and their advisers and 
staff together with the conference secretar- 
iat brought the total to 3,500. In addition, 
there were more than 2,500 press, radio 
and newsreel representatives and observ- 
ers from many societies and organizations. 
In all, the San Francisco Conference was 
not only one of the most important in his- 
tory but, perhaps, the largest international 
gathering ever to take place.” 

The same UN web page on the Charter 
Conference lists a number of the impor- 
tant personages who participated in the 
monumental effort, but conspicuously 
fails to mention the individual who was, 
arguably, the most significant: Alger Hiss. 
As acting secretary-general of the United 
Nations Charter Conference, Hiss wielded 
unparalleled power and influence among 
the attendees. Not only was he in charge 
of day-to-day scheduling and the one who 
functioned as the overall guide for the 


conference negotia- 
tions, but he had been 
responsible for select- 
ing the U.S. staff that 
would hugely affect 
the final outcome of 
the conference and the 
character of the orga- 
nization that was being 
created. 

Time magazine, 
reporting about Hiss 
and the upcoming con- 
ference, stated in its 
April 16, 1945 issue: 
“As secretary-general, 
managing the agenda, 
he will have a lot to 
say behind the scenes 
about who gets the 
breaks.” Hiss also 
served on the steering 
and executive com- 
mittees, which put the 
finishing touches on 
the UN Charter. Then, 
at the conclusion of the 
conference, Hiss per- 
sonally carried the new 
charter back to Wash- 
ington, D.C., for Sen- 
ate ratification. He rose 
to become director of the State Depart- 
ment’s Office of Special Political Affairs, 
but his official titles did not begin to do 
justice to the special access he enjoyed to 
President Franklin Delano Roosevelt (and 
his successor, Harry Truman), or his spe- 
cial status as a top White House advisor. It 
was Alger Hiss who was Roosevelt’s right 
hand at the fateful Yalta Conference that 
gave Joseph Stalin a free hand to carve up 
Asia and Eastern Europe and consigned 
much of humanity to communist torture, 
death, and tyranny. 

Although his name is not familiar 
to most Gen-Xers and Millennials, for 
several decades following World War 
II, Alger Hiss was infamous as one of 
the most despicable traitors in history. 
Hundreds of communists had penetrated 
our government for Stalin’s intelligence 
agencies, but Hiss (who worked for the 
GRU, Soviet military intelligence) was 
one of the most important Soviet agents 
in America. Although he declared his in- 
nocence until the end (he died in 1996) 
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and had legions of defenders among the 
literati, glitterati, and illuminati of the 
worlds of academia, media, and enter- 
tainment, the evidence confirming his 
treachery, lying, and treason became cu- 
mulatively more overwhelming with each 
passing year. Today, only the most will- 
fully blind ideologues and fellow com- 
munists proclaim his innocence. 

Anti-communist Americans (which 
included most Americans) of the 1950s, 
60s, and ’70s were not fooled by Hiss’s 
denials, nor did they buy the arguments 
and propaganda of his defenders. How- 
ever, what all too few Americans realized 
is that in addition to being a dedicated 
Soviet agent, Hiss was also a member 
of another organization that is equally 
treacherous and treasonous, and arguably 
more dangerous: the Council on Foreign 
Relations (CFR). 

The U.S. delegation was completely 
dominated by officials who were commu- 
nists and globalists, both of whom detest 
national sovereignty. In addition to Hiss 
and Stettinius, the CFR contingent to 
the San Francisco Conference numbered 
over 40, including Nelson Rockefeller, 
Hamilton Fish Armstrong, Isaiah Bow- 
man, Ralph Bunche, John Foster Dulles, 
Harold Stassen, and John J. McCloy. Be- 
sides Hiss, there were at least 16 high- 
level communists in the U.S. delegation, 
among whom were Harry Dexter White, 
Victor Perlo, Viginius Frank Coe, Lauch- 
lin Currie, and Nathan Silvermaster. At 
least three — Hiss, Currie, and Lawrence 
Duggan — were agents for both the USSR 
and the CFR. The communists have re- 
peatedly stated their goal of a socialist 
world government. As early as 1915, Bol- 
shevik leader Vladimir Lenin wrote (in the 
Sotsial-Demokrat) of the essential need 
for “the victory of socialism in a single 
country” as prelude for a socialist “United 
States of Europe” and a “United States of 
the World.” 

The CFR globalists are no less com- 
mitted to the same objective, even though 
they don’t stress the socialist goals es- 
poused by Lenin & Company, and even 
pretend to support some form of free-mar- 
ket “capitalist” economics. However, as 
far as domestic policies go, the CFR brain 
trust has ever provided the leading voices 
for the choir promoting Big Government 
policies that destroy entrepreneurial op- 
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The deplorable record of the UN over the past 72 years is not due to 
the organization's failure to follow the exalted aims attributed to its 
framers; it has followed, and is following, precisely the trajectory of 


those who designed it. 


portunity and property rights, and that 
concentrate more power and wealth in the 
hands of the financial elites. The organiza- 
tion’s most distinguishing characteristic is 
its relentless and overriding promotion of 
world government, usually under euphe- 
mistic terms such as “global governance,” 
“collective security,” “interdependence,” 
and “sustainable development.” 
According to the late Admiral Chester 
Ward, a former judge advocate general of 
the Navy, the CFR had been formed for the 
purpose of “promoting disarmament and 
submergence of U.S. sovereignty and na- 
tional independence into an all-powerful, 
one-world government.” He had arrived 
at that conclusion from intensive study of 
the council’s members, publications, and 
activities, as well as — most importantly 
— his own experience as a member of the 
council for 16 years. This experience led 
him to write, together with co-author Phyl- 
lis Schlafly, that the most influential clique 
within the CFR “is composed of the one- 


Hitler-Stalin pact: Soviet Commissar for Foreign 


Affairs Vyacheslav Molotov (seated) signs the 


world-global-government ideologists — 
more respectfully referred to as the organ- 
ized internationalists. They are the ones 
who carry on the tradition of the [CFR’s] 
founders.” Although not every council 
member is infected with this globalist 
virus (as his own example proved), he 
nevertheless charged that “this lust to sur- 
render the sovereignty and independence 
of the United States is pervasive through- 
out most of the membership.... The major- 
ity visualize the utopian submergence of 
the United States as a subsidiary adminis- 
trative unit of a global government.” 

Admiral Ward wrote that condemna- 
tion of the CFR in 1975; the subsequent 
four-plus decades of the organization’s 
activities and propaganda have more than 
validated his assessment. 


Genesis of the UN 

World War II was launched on September 
1, 1939, with the joint German and So- 
viet invasion and division of Poland. The 


German-Soviet pact in Moscow, August 23, 1939. Standing behind him are Joseph Stalin (second 
from right) and German Foreign Minister Joachim von Ribbentrop (third from right). 
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Council members followed Isaiah Bowman’s advice to keep their 
growing control of the American government secret, even from 


fellow CFR members who were not explicitly involved. 


Nazi-communist rape of Poland had been 
secretly agreed upon in August 1939, 
with the signing of the Molotov-Ribben- 
trop Pact, also known as the Stalin-Hitler 
Pact. As this enormous crime was unfold- 
ing, Walter H. Mallory, executive direc- 
tor of the Council on Foreign Relations, 
and Hamilton Fish Armstrong, editor of 
the CFR’s journal Foreign Affairs, paid 
a visit to the Department of State to ar- 
range the council’s covert takeover of 
American diplomacy and foreign policy. 
Mallory and Armstrong had in mind the 
re-creation of the Inquiry, the name given 
to the secret brain trust hatched at the end 
of World War I by President Woodrow 
Wilson’s advisor and “alter ego,” Colo- 
nel Edward Mandell House. The Inquiry 
was the germ that, in 1921, became the 
Council on Foreign Relations. 

Here’s the CFR’s own in-house account 
of the event, as published in Continuing 
the Inquiry: The Council on Foreign Rela- 
tions from 1921 to 1996 by Peter Grose: 


More than two years before the 
Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor, 
the research staff of the Council 
on Foreign Relations had started to 
envision a venture that would domi- 
nate the life of the institution for the 
demanding years ahead. With the 
memory of the Inquiry in focus, they 
conceived a role for the Council in 
the formulation of national policy. 
On September 12, 1939, as Nazi Ger- 
many invaded Poland, Armstrong 
and Mallory entrained to Washing- 
ton to meet with Assistant Secretary 
of State George S. Messersmith.... 
The men from the Council proposed 
a discreet venture reminiscent of the 
Inquiry: a program of independent 
analysis and study that would guide 
American foreign policy in the com- 
ing years of war and the challenging 
new world that would emerge after. 
The project became known as the 
War and Peace Studies. 
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“The matter is strictly confidential,” wrote 
CFR leader Isaiah Bowman, “because the 
whole plan would be ‘ditched’ if it became 
generally known that the State Department 
is working in collaboration with any out- 
side group.” Dr. Bowman, president of 
Johns Hopkins University, was speaking 
from experience. As a member of Colonel 
House’s Inquiry and a CFR founder, he 
had seen firsthand the resistance to their 
outside, private group taking over official 
policymaking two decades earlier. 

“Over the coming five years, almost 
100 men participated in the War and Peace 
Studies, divided into four functional topic 
groups: economic and financial, security 
and armaments, territorial, and political,” 
CFR member Peter Grose, a former New 
York Times correspondent and editor, 
writes in Continuing the Inquiry. “These 
groups met more than 250 times, usually 
in New York, over dinner and late into 
the night,” he notes. “They produced 682 


Library of Congress 


Cle 


memoranda for the State Department, 
which marked them classified and circu- 
lated them among the appropriate gov- 
ernment departments.” This massive ef- 
fort was underwritten by the Rockefeller 
Foundation, Grose notes. 

Grose writes that “On March 17, 1940, 
the Council submitted a memo, ‘The 
Strategic Importance of Greenland,’” 
which was immediately adopted as of- 
ficial policy. 

Continuing the Inquiry reports that 
“Once the United States entered the war, 
most of the guiding spirits of the War and 
Peace Studies accepted mobilization into 
government service, in uniform, in the 
State Department, or in the fledgling in- 
telligence agency, the Office of Strategic 
Services.” 

“Allen Dulles, for instance, became a 
pivotal figure in the OSS from a clandes- 
tine base in neutral Switzerland, where he 
had an influential role in implementing 
the idea he had presented to the Coun- 
cil for an American occupation force in 
defeated Germany,” notes Grose. “His 
brother, John Foster, remained at his New 
York law firm, Sullivan and Cromwell, 
throughout the war, but he was active in 
assisting State Department planning for 
the future United Nations.” The Dulles 
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Alter ego altering history: Colonel Edward Mandell House (left), the political manipulator whom 


President Woodrow Wilson (right) called his “alter ego,” set up the Inquiry, the private globalist 
group that birthed the Council on Foreign Relations. 
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Charter flight: Secretary of State Edward Stettinius (standing, center) enplanes for the San 
Francisco Conference on April 24, 1945. Climbing the stairs is Soviet agent Alger Hiss, secretary- 
general of the UN conference. 


brothers were, of course, acolytes of Col- 
onel House, members of the Inquiry, and 
founders of the CFR. 

Council members followed Isaiah Bow- 
man’s advice to keep their growing control 
of the American government secret, even 
from fellow CFR members who were not 
explicitly involved. “The primary func- 
tion of the Council on Foreign Relations 
during World War II,” write Grose, “pro- 
ceeded in rigid secrecy, remote from the 
slightest awareness of most of the coun- 
cil’s 663 members, who were not them- 
selves personally involved.” 

However, the council’s hijacking of 
official government functions did not go 
unnoticed. Harley Notter, assistant chief 
of the division of special research in the 
State Department, for instance, resigned 
in protest over the CFR coup. Notter 
wrote a letter of resignation to his supe- 
rior, Leo Pasvolsky, explaining that his 
dissatisfaction stemmed from the State 
Department’s “relations with the Council 
on Foreign Relations. I have consistent- 
ly opposed every move tending to give 
it increasing control of the research of 
this Division, and, though you have also 
consistently stated that such a policy was 
far from your objectives, the actual facts 
already visibly show that Departmental 
control is fast losing ground.” 

What Dr. Notter perhaps didn’t real- 
ize at the time was that Dr. Pasvolsky, to 
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whom he was complaining, was also a 
CFR member, as was Assistant Secretary 
of State George S. Messersmith, the of- 
ficial with whom Mallory and Armstrong 
had met to arrange the CFR’s War and 
Peace Studies Group secret alliance with 
the State Department. Although FDR’s 
Secretary of State Cordell Hull was not a 
formal council member, he was closely as- 
sociated with the council and, essentially, 
implemented its policies. And he was suc- 
ceeded by Edward Stettinius, who was a 
CFR member. 

In a very telling move and a revealing 
speech, Secretary Stettinius displayed his 
allegiance to the council and its goals with 
an address to the organization on April 6, 
1945. He opened his speech with these 
comments: 


In speaking here in New York this 
afternoon at the dedication of the 
building which is henceforth to be the 
headquarters of the Council on For- 
eign Relations, I come to bear wit- 
ness, as has every Secretary of State 
during the past quarter of a century, 
to the great services and influence of 
this organization in spreading knowl- 
edge and understanding of the issues 
of United States foreign policy. 


He was speaking to the council 20 days 
before he would journey to San Francisco 
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to deliver his speech at the UN Charter 
Conference, from which we quoted above. 
In doing so, he was paying obeisance to 
the powers that be, as well as rallying the 
troops for the epic new battle for global 
government. He reminded his CFR audi- 
ence: “Eight years ago my great predeces- 
sor, Cordell Hull, when speaking before 
the Council on Foreign Relations, called 
for ‘a world organized for peace and ad- 
vancing civilization, rather than for war 
and degrading savagery.’” 

“First of all, let us keep the San Francis- 
co Conference in its proper perspective,” 
Stettinius told his CFR confreres. “It is not 
a peace conference... Its purpose is to pre- 
pare a charter of a world organization to 
preserve the peace in the future.” 

“What we must do there is to create the 
framework for the world organization that 
can command the support of the great ma- 
jority of the peoples of the world,” Stet- 
tinius said. 

The death of President Roosevelt on 
April 12, 1945, vaulted Vice President 
Harry S. Truman into the Oval Office. 
His administration continued the Pratt 
House takeover of the State Department 
(as well as other departments) that was 
already going full bore under FDR. Be- 
sides Stettinius, Pasvolsky, and Messer- 
smith, his State Department’s CFR hacks 
included Dean Acheson, Robert Lovett, 
David Bruce, Dean Rusk, Nelson Rocke- 
feller, W. Averell Harriman, George Ken- 
nan, and Walter Bedell Smith — to name 
a few. President Truman was channeling 
the CFR brain trust’s message when he 
delivered his address to the closing ses- 
sion of the San Francisco UN Conference 
on June 26, 1945. 

“What you have accomplished in San 
Francisco shows how well these lessons 
of military and economic cooperation 
have been learned,” Truman declared. 
“You have created a great instrument for 
peace and security and human progress in 
the world. The world must now use it! If 
we fail to use it, we shall betray all those 
who have died in order that we might 
meet here in freedom and safety to cre- 
ate it.” 

Grose’s book Continuing the Inquiry 
proudly displays (on page 25) a photo- 
graph of President Truman at the CFR 
headquarters. The photo caption reads: 
“President Truman (center) at the Harold 
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Pratt House accompanied by John J. Mc- 
Cloy (at right).” 

John J. McCloy, known as the “chair- 
man of the American establishment,” was 
an insiders’ insider. He was chairman of 
the CFR (from 1953-1970), chairman of 
the Chase Manhattan Bank, chairman of 
the Ford Foundation, assistant secretary 
of war, U.S. high commissioner for Ger- 
many, and president of the World Bank, 
as well as being friend and advisor to nine 
U.S. presidents, from Franklin Roosevelt 
to Ronald Reagan. 

And yet McCloy, the quintessential 
wealthy Wall Streeter, was, like so many 
others among the CFR elites, strangely 
friendly with communist dictators and 
supportive of communists and commu- 
nist movements here in the United States. 
Max Holland, contributing editor to The 
Wilson Quarterly, reported in the Autumn 
1991 issue of that journal that “In a May 
[1946] memo, FBI head J. Edgar Hoover 
warned the Truman Administration of an 
“enormous Soviet espionage ring in Wash- 
ington ... with reference to atomic energy,’ 
and identified McCloy along with Dean 
Acheson and Alger Hiss, as worrisome for 
‘their pro-Soviet leanings.’” 

After all, it was McCloy who, two years 
earlier, as assistant secretary of war, ap- 
proved an order permitting Communist 
Party members to become officers in the 
U.S. Army. He defended identified com- 
munist John Carter Vincent and supported 
J. Robert Oppenheimer after the scientist 
was denied a top security clearance. It was 
also McCloy who organized the U.S. Arms 
Control and Disarmament Agency for 
President Kennedy and who, together with 
Soviet counterpart Valerian Zorin, drew 
up the 1961 Freedom From War surren- 
der plan that proposed to transfer all U.S. 
armaments, including the private arms of 
American civilians, to the United Nations. 

However, McCloy, who was well versed 
in the dark arts of deception, learned early 
on that he could use anti-communist rheto- 
ric to sell pro-communist schemes. He ob- 
served that a good way to assure a view- 
point gets noticed and wins approval is to 
cast it in terms of resisting the spread of 
communism. “People sat up and listened 
when the Soviet threat was mentioned,” 
he once remarked. Allen and John Foster 
Dulles, Dean Acheson, Dean Rusk, Averell 
Harriman, Robert McNamara, and many 
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Chairman of the establishment: John J. McCloy, assistant secretary of war (and later chairman 


2 


of the CFR) is flanked by General George S. Patton and Secretary of War Henry L. Stimson (CFR) 


in Berlin, July 20, 1945. 


other CFR “wise men” learned this lesson 
well, and regularly claimed their policies 
were aimed at fighting communism, when 
they were instead helping the communists. 

During the war, McCloy and his fellow 
CFR globalists paved the way and drew up 
the plans for the organization that would 
become the United Nations. And in the 
postwar years they carried their scheme to 
fruition. What was the result? The United 
Nations became one of the most important 
vehicles for promoting communism and 
socialism worldwide. 

We have space here for only one ex- 
ample that demonstrates, only seven years 
after its founding, where the UN was 
going. In 1952, Senator James O. East- 
land summed up the findings of an inves- 
tigation by the Senate Committee on the 
Judiciary into “Activities of U.S. Citizens 
Employed by the UN.” Senator Eastland 
stated: 


I am appalled at the extensive evi- 
dence indicating that there is today in 
the UN among the American employ- 
ees there, the greatest concentration 
of Communists that this Committee 
has ever encountered.... These people 
occupy high positions. They have 
very high salaries and almost all of 
these people have, in the past, been 
employees in the U.S. government in 
high and sensitive positions. 


How did all of those communist agents 
and subversives get into those “high 
and sensitive positions?” Recalling his 


official government service, McCloy 
once remarked: “Whenever we needed a 
man we thumbed through the roll of the 
Council members and put through a call 
to New York.” 

Those council members not only de- 
signed the UN, but made it into what it 
is today. As our cover story for this issue 
demonstrates, the United Nations is not 
only a sinkhole of crime, corruption, and 
degeneracy, but also a dictators club of 
some of the most tyrannical and murder- 
ous regimes in history. The UN’s appalling 
record over the past seven decades abun- 
dantly demonstrates that the UN has be- 
come the paramount threat to world peace, 
not the bringer of peace its promoters 
promised. And with their recent “World 
Government Summit,” the UN globalists 
have now come out into the open with 
their agenda to transform the UN into a 
world government with legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial powers, backed up by a 
world military force. It is worse than vain 
to propose putative reforms with the al- 
leged aim of reorienting the UN toward 
the “wisdom,” “ideals,” and “hopes” of its 
founders. Such proposals are based on ei- 
ther abject ignorance or conscious deceit. 
The UN is rotten to the core and incapable 
of reform because its founders and its 
founding documents and principles were 
intentionally subversive. The United Na- 
tions is irredeemable. For those truly com- 
mitted to peace and liberty, the necessary 
course of action should be clear: Get the 
United States out of the United Nations, 
and get the UN out of the United States! li 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Family Tied Up 
in Home Invasion 


KTRK reported out of Houston, Texas, on 
a terrifying story involving an entire fam- 
ily being tied up by burglars. The incident 
occurred very early in the morning on May 
9, when four men broke in to a home that 
was occupied by a mother and father and 
their daughter and twin sons. 

The twins, Ruben Garcia and Rene 
Garcia, were awakened in the middle of 
the night by the sounds of their mother 
screaming for help. “At like around 4 a.m., 
I woke up to the screams of my parents,” 
Ruben told KTRK. Ruben explained that 
he witnessed armed burglars holding his 
parents at gunpoint. As Ruben stood there 
in shock about what was unfolding in front 
of him, one of the intruders pointed a gun 
right at his mother and threatened to mur- 
der her if Ruben did not do what the man 
told him. “I didn’t know what was hap- 
pening until I saw the man holding a gun 
to my mom’s head.... I was like, ‘what the 
heck is happening?’” Ruben told KTRK. 
Ruben and Rene complied with the in- 
truder’s demands, and the burglars tied up 
the two young boys along with the parents 
and sister. 

The intruders plundered the house, steal- 
ing jewelry and other valuables stored by 
the family. Rene told KTRK that he thought 
they were doomed when, out of nowhere, 
his uncle, who lives next door, intervened 
and saved their lives. The uncle heard the 
screaming and came over to the home 
armed with his handgun. The uncle burst 
into the house and fired at the suspects, hit- 
ting two of the four men. Three of the four 
intruders fled the scene while one collapsed 
at the scene from a gunshot wound. 

Rene told KTRK that his family will 
be better prepared to deal with criminals 
like this so they better not come back: “If 
they come back, we are going to be more 
prepared.” 


Daddy to the Rescue 

In a similar story out of North Charleston, 
South Carolina, a family of three was vic- 
timized in a home invasion. ABC News 
4 out of Mount Pleasant, South Carolina, 
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reported on May 9 about a home inva- 
sion involving a young family. Two men 
tried to break in to the house by shattering 
glass near the front door, but the husband 
retrieved a rifle and confronted the two 
would-be burglars. The mother and her 
18-month-old daughter hid in a locked 
bedroom while the husband protected 
them from the suspects. 

Montana Potts told ABC News 4 that 
she’s grateful her husband was home and 
worries what might have occurred had he 
not been there: “So what was going to hap- 
pen if they got past my husband or if my 
husband was not home? And I don’t like 
shooting big guns. But if I had to I would.” 

Seth Potts questioned the mental state 
of the suspects and why they chose to bur- 
glarize a home that was clearly occupied: 
“You obviously see a light yet you’re still 
going to attempt to break into a house? 
Doesn’t seem too smart to me.” 

Seth told ABC News 4 that he “ran out- 
side and said stop. One male jumped over 
the fence and ran. The other one turned 
towards me and reached into his pants like 
he was pulling on one. So I fired a shot. 
And it wasn’t a warning shot. I meant to 
hit.” Seth’s shot did not hit its target, but 
it worked effectively to scare the suspects 
away. The two suspects fled the scene and 
are still being sought by authorities. 

Seth is a veteran who served in the U.S. 
Army’s 25th Infantry Division. “I work 
hard for what I have. Who do you think 
you are trying to come and take from 
me?... I was in the military. ’'m not going 
to think twice about defending myself or 
my family,” Seth told ABC News 4. 


Internet Sale Goes Bad 


ABC13 out of Houston, Texas, reported 
on May 10 about a burglar who used the 
Internet to target his victims. Investigators 
say that a teenage girl was trying to buy 
a used cellphone from a seller off a web- 
site named “Offer Up,” which works like 
a local swap meet but is based online. The 
seller of the phone initially agreed to meet 
the girl’s family in a public place to sell 
the phone, but later changed the plans to 
meet them at their house. The man, later 
identified by police as Joshua Daniels, 


arrived at the victims’ house and bran- 
dished a gun at the girl and her mother in 
the driveway. The thug demanded money 
and, after pointing a gun straight at the 
mother’s head, grabbed her by her hair 
and began dragging her across the ground. 
Daniels demanded the terrified teen girl go 
get money from inside the house. 

The father, Ted Webster, witnessed 
what the man was doing to his wife and 
told ABC13 that he acted instantly: “All 
I thought, our whole relationship, my fu- 
ture without her flashed before my eyes 
and I thought I cannot bear that thought. 
I had to do something.” Webster ran at 
full speed into the suspect and tackled 
him to the ground. The commotion gave 
both the daughter and the wife enough 
time to get away from the criminal. The 
armed man stood back up and again de- 
manded money, so Webster told him he 
would go retrieve it. Webster returned 
into the house and grabbed his pistol in- 
stead. Webster walked back toward the 
suspect, who was still armed, and fired 
at him. “All I can remember is, I saw that 
hand starting to come up and I had no 
choice. I had to pull the trigger,” Web- 
ster told ABC13. The shot hit Daniels in 
the stomach. The injured suspect fled the 
house in a nearby getaway car, but he was 
discovered by authorities at a gas station 
15 miles away. The seriously wounded 
Daniels was transported to a medical fa- 
cility for treatment, but was pronounced 
dead. 

The local police department warned 
consumers to never invite strangers to 
their houses from the Internet. The La 
Porte Police Department actually has 
parking spots open to the public in their 
parking lot that can be used for meeting 
people for sales purposes. The parking 
spots are under video surveillance to en- 
sure that no criminal activity takes place. 
“Anytime that you’re going to attempt to 
meet with a stranger to exchange goods, 
or money, or anything like that, you’ve got 
to be extremely cautious and that’s why 
we’re always looking out for our citizens 
and provide such a zone for them,” said 
Sergeant John Kreuger of the La Porte Po- 
lice Department. Ml 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Paris Climate Agreement: 
This Way to the Egress 


Item: The New York Times, reporting 
from Washington, D.C., on April 29, said: 
“Tens of thousands of demonstrators, 
alarmed at what they see as a dangerous 
assault on the environment by the Trump 
administration, poured into the streets 
here on Saturday to sound warnings both 
planetary and political about the Earths 
warming climate.” 

The Times news article went on to say 

— as if it clinched the allegations about 
pending doom caused by “global warm- 
ing” — that “sweltering temperatures” 
that “threatened to break a heat record” 
in the nation’s capital “added a poetic 
flourish to the demonstrators ’ argument. ”’ 
ITEM: On May 3, the New York Times re- 
ported that there was a debate going on 
within the Trump administration. “The 
question, ” said the newspaper, “is wheth- 
er to walk away from the agreement sealed 
by the Obama administration and nearly 
200 other nations at the end of 2015 — as 
Donald J. Trump promised as a presiden- 
tial candidate to do — or to weaken the 
nation s commitment under the deal to re- 
ducing greenhouse gases while remaining 
in the accord.” 
ITEM: The editors of the Washington Post 
noted on May 4 that “President Donald 
Trump is getting closer to exiting the Paris 
climate agreement.” The left-wing Post, 
of course, opposes that. From the paper’s 
standpoint, “The choice ought to be an 
easy one: Staying in the Paris accord is 
cost-free, but pulling out is not.” 

The editors maintained that, at “its 
core,”’ the Paris agreement “is a political 
pact among sovereign nations based on 
nonbinding ‘nationally determined contri- 
butions.’ It does not and was never meant 
to formally bind countries to specific emis- 
sions commitments, instead it is intended 
to encourage voluntary cooperation and 
government-to-government pressure.” 

The Post suggested that the United 
States could “shape” the understand- 
ing about the agreement. “Or the presi- 
dent could simply ignore it. Nothing in 
the Paris agreement could stop him from 
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keeping the United States in the system 
and Obama’; pledge on the books, and 
then simply declining to meet the pledge.... 
Staying in keeps the Trump administration 
at the international table as potentially 
significant decisions are made on technol- 
ogy and decarbonization.”’ 
CORRECTION: Well, those are sound argu- 
ments. However, that is all they are: sound. 
The global warmists are more than will- 
ing to have the United States hurt its own 
economy for the sake of the Paris climate 
pact. This, we are told, might be a bad or 
meaningless agreement, but there will be 
a global disaster unless the “international 
community” doesn’t keep doing “some- 
thing” — even if it is an empty gesture. 
And by the way, if you don’t conform to 


all this green groupthink, you are a hateful 
denialist — and probably a greedy fascist 
in the view of the zealots. 

It’s true that anybody can get lost in a 
fog, but these folks create their own. “Cli- 
mate,” it should be needless to say, is not 
the same thing as “weather,” even if the 
New York Times gloated about the “po- 
etic flourish” of having a hot day for the 
climate-change/political demonstration in 
D.C. on the president’s 100th day in office. 
Pretexts were available to brandish for 
other weather. When a major snowstorm 
the same weekend threatened a similar 
rally in Colorado, a local climate-change 
outfit dismissed it, saying, “Sometimes 
Mother Nature throws you a curveball!” 

More than Mother Nature was involved 
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in organizing the various demonstrations. 
The ideological bent of these protests 
was Clear. It also helps to have someone 
bankrolling the “spontaneity.” In this case, 
a certain liberal billionaire played a key 
role. Major Democratic Party contributor 
George Soros, the head of the Open Soci- 
ety Foundations, was a significant player, 
even if the mainstream broadcast media 
ignored it. 

The Media Research Center (MRC), in 
contrast, did take note. As MRC noted in 
its NewsBusters newsletter: 


Between 2000 and 2014, Soros gave 
$36,018,461 ... to 18 of the 55 steer- 
ing committee members of the Peo- 
ple’s Climate March. Donations to 
six of those groups were more [than] 
$1 million each: Center for Commu- 
nity Change, the NAACP, the Natural 
Resources Defense Council (NRDC), 
People’s Action, Public Citizen and 
Union of Concerned Scientists. 

Only three of these six organiza- 
tions — NRDC, Public Citizen and 
Union of Concerned Scientists — ac- 
tually have anything climate-related 
in their individual missions. 

The presence of many non-cli- 
mate related organizations leading 


the march indicated that this climate 
march (just like the March for Sci- 
ence and the Women’s March) is not 
about a single issue, but about attack- 
ing the new administration. 


At the latter march, Leonardo DiCaprio 
was there holding a placard that declared, 
wittingly: “Climate change is real.” The 
actor also sported a red “resist” armband. 
Vanity Fair seemed to be impressed. 

Meanwhile, if you want to believe the 
ranters at the left-wing “Daily Kos” blog, 
we have nothing to fear with the Paris 
Agreement. You remember, that was the 
one that President Barack Obama assured 
us was so vital. According to the Daily 
Kos, the pact is “as far from a draconian 
one-world government as can be imag- 
ined, and with everyone participating, it’s 
hardly a particular hardship on the United 
States.” Why then do we need such a doc- 
ument? Obama insisted during his 2015 
State of the Union Address that “no chal- 
lenge — no challenge — poses a greater 
threat to future generations than climate 
change.” 

These days, the best argument from 
the Left to convince us to stick with the 
Paris agreement is that it is meaningless 
and unenforceable. Methinks they protest 


Inconvenient: Leonardo DiCaprio, a supposedly very committed global-warming activist, jets 
around the world for vacations and award ceremonies. Obama condemned meat eaters because 
cow “gas” causes warming, but his presidential chef said he made thousands of steaks for Obama. 
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too much about how little it means. The 
eco-mob seems pretty adamant about a 
purportedly pointless piece of paper. 

The editors of USA Today have pleaded 
for Donald Trump not to “wreck the inter- 
national pact aimed at saving the planet.” 
In their words, this 2015 agreement “was 
a remarkable example of global coop- 
eration. Nearly 200 nations joined forces 
against a planet-threatening crisis, promis- 
ing to curb emissions of human-generated 
greenhouse gases.” 

Christopher Horner, a senior fellow at 
the Competitive Enterprise Institute, was 
on target in a dissenting piece in that paper, 
saying: “Consider the line that it is not a 
treaty because it’s not binding. This is, 
respectively, untrue and irrelevant. State 
Department guidelines (Circular 175) es- 
tablish treaty criteria, and the Paris Agree- 
ment requires Senate ratification to be valid 
under our Constitution. Do it legally, or get 
out,” wrote Horner in his opposing view for 
USA Today (April 20, 2017). 

Gosh, would President Obama twist the 
truth? Hmm. Let’s set that aside for now. 
Still, as Horner noted, the former president 
did claim that 


the Senate’s treaty-power role ex- 
isted at his discretion in order to con- 
fer treaty-like status on his domestic 
climate agenda without making the 
apparently futile case to gain politi- 
cal support. Accepting this precedent 
guarantees that future “pen and 
phone” presidents will also avoid 
constitutional review of unpopular 
commitments by just declaring them 
“not a treaty.” 

Climate catastrophe? No computer 
model cited by the United Nations 
projects a detectable temperature re- 
duction from Paris. The ultimate aim 
of the agreement is instead to make 
the most abundant energy increas- 
ingly costly, artificially rationing its 
availability. 

Seeking subsidies or competitive 
advantage for pro-environment in- 
dustry under these schemes has mo- 
tivated climate treaties since Enron 
pioneered the move in the mid-1990s 
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(I was in the room). They seek to use 
government to profit at your expense. 


The green statists insist that the United 
States demonstrate leadership on this 
issue. But even proponents have admitted 
that, if all the carbon dioxide reductions 
outlined in the Paris protocols were met 
by each signing nation — unlikely, to say 
the least — the resultant benefits would be 
minimal, at best. The Massachusetts In- 
stitute of Technology’s Joint Program on 
the Science and Policy of Global Change 
forecast that, even in that improbable 
event, the international pact would avert 
just 0.2 degrees Celsius of warming by the 
year 2100. Why should we lead such an 
endeavor? This is like being the first lem- 
ming in a very dubious parade. 

The very models that warn of problems 
caused by climate change show that the 
Paris agreement will not resolve them, or 
even do anything meaningful. The “green- 
house gas concentrations” will be almost 
identical either way, notes Ross McKit- 
rick, who is widely cited in Canada and 
around the world as an expert on global- 
warming and environmental policy issues. 
“For all its costs,” writes the professor 
from the University of Guelph in Ontario, 
“the Paris treaty will have almost no ef- 
fect on global warming, and by depleting 
global income it will make it harder for 
countries to adapt and innovate in re- 
sponse to whatever changes occur. Thus 
not only does Paris not solve the problem, 
it arguably makes it worse.” 

McKitrick’s case for pulling the United 
States out of the climate pact is compel- 
ling. As he wrote in an article for the Cato 
Institute: 


Paris embeds an inconsistency be- 
tween calling for the use of the “best 
available science” while also pre- 
judging what that science is allowed 
to say. The Accord’s preamble calls 
climate change an “urgent threat” 
even though mainstream climate sci- 
ence and economics does not imply 
this, instead placing global warming 
rather low on the list of problems 
confronting the world. 
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Blowing smoke (and other things): China is being praised by environmentalists because it says 
it will hold to its promises to eventually curb CO» emissions, even while its air is often so polluted 
that people have to wear face masks to go outside. 


The Agreement enshrines the ill- 
defined and arbitrary target of hold- 
ing “the” global average temperature 
to 2°C above pre-industrial levels 
while completely ignoring the criti- 
cal question of how it should be mea- 
sured. Nor does it say how much of 
the warming is natural and should 
not be counted against the 2°C limit. 
This omission alone makes the over- 
all target absurd, since it could bind 
the world to taking actions to prevent 
the sun from shining brighter. 


There is also money at stake — which 
is one of the reasons why “developing” 
countries agreed to the pact. They had no 
intention of shooting their own economies 
in their collective foot, but were looking 
for the payments from “First World” na- 
tions. Now, as it happens, the ecological 
green promises haven’t produced as much 
monetary green as expected. 

Walter Russell Mead, a fellow at the 
Hudson Institute, feigned surprise in April. 
“Shocking news — the magic $100 bil- 
lion climate fund appears not to be taking 
shape! Even optimistic estimates say the 
fund is $40 billion short, and developing 
countries say that understates the problem.” 

Then there is China — which made 
worthless pledges about “intending” to 


hold emissions constant “around 2030,” 
though acknowledging they would rise 
up to 100 percent until then. Mead blasted 
what he called “the clueless Western press” 
for trying to spin Beijing as the new hero of 
the climate movement. China, he writes, is 


craftily working to widen the north- 
south rift, piously calling on the self- 
ish northern countries to make good 
on the $100 billion in new money. 
This failure will, of course, provide 
China with justification to walk away 
from any targets it wishes. After all, 
the West welshed first. 


There are all sorts of reasons to withdraw 
from this agreement. Pulling out of Paris, 
as Nicolas Loris has written in the Daily 
Signal, would stop “future administrations 
from using the existing U.N. framework 
to avoid getting the Senate’s advice and 
consent in the treaty process.” This is what 
President Obama did with Paris. More- 
over, if Washington does remain a party 
to the pact, “future administrations could 
ship billions of taxpayer dollars overseas 
to subsidize green energy technologies, 

without input from Congress.” 
There is now a fortuitous chance to slip 
out of the chains ofa bad deal. Let’s do it. Hl 
— WILLIAM P. HoAR 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY WILLIAM F. JASPER 


“Be Happy! That’s An Order?’ 


“We shall have world gov- 
ernment, whether or not we 
like it. The question is only 
whether world government 
will be achieved by consent 
or by conquest.” 
— James P. Warburg, Feb- 
truary 17, 1950, testimony 
before the U.S. Senate Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations 


arlier this year (Feb- 
tuary 11-13), an ex- 
traordinary event took 


place in Dubai, United Arab 
Emirates (UAE). Curiously, 
it went almost completely 
unreported by the so-called 
mainstream media. I am refer- 
ring to the gathering of some 4,000 global notables that officially 
and unblushingly met under the banner of the “World Govern- 
ment Summit.” The official “partner” institutions, organizations, 
and corporations that helped the UAE government sponsor the 
event included the United Nations, UNESCO, the IMF, the World 
Bank, the World Economic Forum, and such media organizations 
as CNN, Sky News, Harvard Business Review, and Popular Sci- 
ence. Among the rich and famous attendees at the event were 
celebrity billionaires Richard Branson (founder of the Virgin 
Group) and Elon Musk (Space-X, Tesla Motors); IMF Managing 
Director Christine Lagarde; Professor Jeffrey Sachs, senior UN 
advisor and director of the George Soros-funded Earth Institute at 
Columbia University; and thousands more of similar ilk. 

One of the more ludicrous (and at the same time frightening) 
projects to come out of the World Government Summit (WGS) 
this year is the World Happiness Council. Sound Orwellian? It 
should. Imagine a knock on the door and this chilling greeting: 
“We’re from the World Government’s World Happiness Coun- 
cil; we’re here to help make you happy.” 

The new 12-member council, to be headed by Professor 
Jeffrey Sachs (a member of the world government-promoting 
Council on Foreign Relations, CFR), will convene twice a year, 
once at the annual World Government Summit, and again at 
the UN in New York, the Dubai-based Khaleej Times reported 
on March 20. Among the VIPs joining Professor Sachs on the 
council is UNESCO’s director-general, Irina Bokova, the long- 
time Communist Party operative for Bulgaria’s murderous and 
notoriously corrupt regime. Surely she can teach us all a great 
deal about “happiness,” yes? A world of bliss awaits us! 

Instead of liberty and all that individualistic, confusing, cha- 
otic “pursuit of happiness” stuff, we can rejoice in the knowl- 
edge that we will be spoon-fed happiness by global experts in 
this emerging field. 
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Except for articles on the 
World Government Summit 
by THE NEW AMERICAN’S Alex 
Newman, there has been vir- 
tually no media coverage of 
this event. So even while the 
organized globalists are be- 
coming more brazen in unveil- 
ing their world government 
schemes to a select audience, 
they are still keeping their true 
agenda largely hidden — for 
the time being — from the 
general world audience. How- 
ever, when they calculate that 
they have built a sufficient 
propaganda network and a 
large enough support base, 
you can be sure they will un- 
leash a series of blitzkriegs openly advocating world government 
“solutions” to a myriad of “crises.” 

From the 1920s through the early 1960s, public advocacy for 
world government by the elites was all the rage. The quote at the 
top of this article by James Warburg is a typical example. A Wall 
Street banker and top advisor in FDR’s Brain Trust, Warburg 
was a longtime member of the CFR, as was his father, Paul War- 
burg, regarded as the “father of the Federal Reserve System.” 

One of the more remarkable and undisguised calls for world 
government is a 1962 report for the U.S. State Department en- 
titled A World Effectively Controlled by the United Nations by 
Lincoln P. Bloomfield (CFR). In the report’s opening summary, 
Dr. Bloomfield states: “A world effectively controlled by the 
United Nations is one in which ‘world government’ would come 
about through the establishment of supranational institutions, 
characterized by mandatory universal membership.” 

Under this proposal, Bloomfield wrote, the UN (or some 
other “supranational organization”) would be given the “pre- 
ponderance of political power,” including the “ability to employ 
physical force ... thereby codifying a radical rearrangement of 
power in the world.” 

According to this CFR globalist, the speedy path to global 
merger and world government “relies on a grave crisis or war 
to bring about a sudden transformation in national attitudes suf- 
ficient for the purpose.” Bloomfield explained that “the order we 
examine may be brought into existence as a result of a series of 
sudden, nasty, and traumatic shocks.” Are you feeling traumatized 
by the relentless series of sudden, nasty, and traumatic shocks to 
our economic, political, social, moral, and spiritual foundations? 

Due to public pushback, the one-worlders went into stealth 
and denial mode during the 1970s, ’80s, and ’90s. Guess what? 
The world government globalists are getting set to go public 
again — very soon, and in a big way. 
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FEATURED 
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VAXXED 

Interviews with pharmaceutical insiders, doctors, 
politicians, and parents of vaccine-injured children 
reveal an alarming deception that has contributed 
to the skyrocketing increase of autism and poten- 
tially the most catastrophic epidemic of our life- 
time. (2017, Documentary DVD, 91min, 1-4/$24.95ea; 
5-9/$22.95ea; 10+/$19.95ea) DVDVXD 


Enemies Within 

Enemies Within profiles 14 senators and more than 
50 representatives and their ties to Communist 
Party USA, Democratic Socialists of America, 
Workers World Party, the Institute for Policy Studies, 
Council for a Livable World, and other radical anti- 
American organizations. (2016, Documentary DVD, 
90min, 1/$14.95ea; 2-5/$13.95ea; 6-10/$11.95ea; 
11-24/$11.95ea; 25+/$9.95ea) DVDTEW 


Agenda 2: Masters of Deceit 

Join Curtis Bowers as he heads out again to expose 
the “Masters of Deceit” and their purposeful, pre- 
meditated, treasonous attacks on our freedom. (2016, 
Documentary DVD, 87min, 1-4/$17.95ea; 5-9/$16.95ea; 
10+/$15.95ea) DVDA2MOD 


1984 


Orwell warns against a nightmarish world of the fore- 
seeable future. He describes in horrifying detail a 
ous On time when the state reigns supreme and the words 


“individualism” and “dignity” are nowhere to be found 
in the “politically correct” vocabulary of “newspeak.” 
Originally published in 1949. (1990ed, 328pp, pb, 
1/$8.95ea; 2+/$6.95ea) BK1984 


The Federalist Papers 

A brilliant defense of the Constitution of the United 
States by Alexander Hamilton, James Madison, and 
John Jay. (1999ed, 606pp, pb, $6.99) BKFP 


| bemittoe Mattson Jay 


Webster’s 1828 


American Dictionary 

Noah Webster’s 1828 dictionary, a fascimile of the 
original edition, is a national treasure and a pri- 
mary-source tool for daily study. The dictionary 
defines words according to their meaning during 
the founding generation (making it a prerequisite 
to understanding America’s founding documents) 
from a biblical context. Many definitions contain 
Scripture references and excerpts of Bible verses. 
(1-4/$69.95ea; 5+/$65.95ea) BKD1828 
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